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SELECT BOARD CALENDAR
04/11/2023 | HYBRID MEETING

SELECT BOARD HEARING ROOM 
6TH FLOOR, BROOKLINE TOWN HALL 

OR 

Please click this URL to Register & Find the Information to Join as an Attendee via 
your Confirmation Email:

https://brooklinema.zoomgov.com/webinar/register/WN__7NnU0BEQYeVufflYgb4hg

To Join by Phone: +1 646 828 7666  
Webinar ID: 161 377 0523

To Watch and Comment:
BrooklineInteractive.org/live

1. OPEN SESSION

5:00 PM Question of entering into Executive Session for the reasons 
identified in item 2 pursuant to G.L. c. 30A, § 21(a)(3).

2. EXECUTIVE SESSION - LITIGATION

Question of entering Executive Session for the purpose of 
discussing litigation strategy in the matter of Harriet Lesser v. 
Town of Brookline, Norfolk Superior Court Civil Action No. 
2182CV00270.

3. ANNOUNCEMENTS/UPDATES
5:30 PM Select Board to announce recent and/or upcoming Events of 

Community Interest.

4. PUBLIC COMMENT
Public Comment period for residents who requested to speak to 
the Board regarding Town issues not on the Calendar.
Up to fifteen minutes for public comment shall be scheduled each meeting. Persons wishing to speak 
may sign up in advance beginning on the Friday preceding the meeting or may sign up in person at 
the meeting. Speakers will be taken up in the order they sign up. Advance registration is available by 
calling the Select Board’s office at 617-730-2202 or by e-mail at kmacgillivray@brooklinema.gov. The 
full Policy on Public Comment is available at http://www.brooklinema.gov/376/Meeting-Policies

5. MISCELLANEOUS
Approval of miscellaneous items, licenses, vouchers, and 
contracts.

5.A. Question of approving the meeting minutes from April 4, 2023
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5.B. Question of approving the following Manager(s) for Sanctuary 
Medicinals, 1451 Beacon Street:
Michelle Martinez 
Dahlia Hill

5.C. Question of approving the following Authorization to Hire 
request, vacant position within the Building Department:
Local Building Inspector (GN-12)

5.D. Question of approving Extra Work Order No. 15 in the amount 
of $69,637.00 for D’Allessandro Corporation, Contract No. 
PW/14-19, “Rental Rates for Snow Plowing and Ice Control

6. CALENDAR
Review and potential vote on Calendar Items

7. BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS - INTERVIEWS

The following candidates for appointment/reappointment to 
Boards and Commissions will appear for interview:

Naming Committee
Pam Roberts

8. TOWN ELECTION LOCAL BALLOT INFORMATION 
MAILER

Question of approving the local ballot information mailer as 
presented by Town Counsel.

9. SPECIAL OUTDOOR DINING LICENSES

Presentation and possible vote on the special outdoor dining 
licenses for the following restaurants:

Punch Bowl
Hamilton

10. DEPARTMENTAL BUDGET REVIEWS

Review of the FY24 Departmental Budgets for the Office of 
Diversity, Inclusion, and Community Relations, the Fire 
Department, and the Police Department.

11. CDBG FY2024 ONE YEAR ACTION PLAN

Question of approving the CDBG Advisory Committee 
Recommendations for FY2024 (FFY 23) CDBG Annual Action 
Plan.

Page: 2



SELECT BOARD-CALENDAR -3- 04/11/2023

12. AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN ACT ROUND TWO FUNDING

Question of approving the proposed slate for the second round of 
American Rescue Plan Act funds as presented by the American 
Rescue Plan Submission Review Committee subject to 
satisfactory terms and conditions specified by the Town.

13. WARRANT ARTICLE PUBLIC HEARING

8:30 PM Public Hearing and possible vote on the following warrant 
articles for the 2023 Annual Town Meeting:

Amend the General By-laws to create a Black N Brown 
Commission

14. WARRANT ARTICLES

Discussion and possible vote on the following warrant articles for 
the 2023 Annual Town Meeting:

Article 11 Amend Article 2.5.2 and 3.22 of the Town’s General 
By-Laws to amend the requirements for Select Board and 
Advisory recommendations and hearings 

Article 9 Amend Article 2.1.13 of the Town’s General By-Laws to 
increase the number of registered voters required for petitioned 
warrant articles 

Article 10 Amend Article 2.1.13 of the Town’s General By-Laws 
to define and require lead petitioners for warrant articles 

Article 22 Home Rule petition regarding Ranked Choice Voting  

Article 16 Amend Article X  of the Town’s Zoning By-Laws to 
create a new zoning district to reduce the number of demolitions 
in Brookline

15. BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS - APPOINTMENTS

The following candidates for appointment/reappointment to 
Boards and Commissions:

Small Business Development Committee
Chamber of Commerce Representative

The Town of Brookline does not discriminate on the basis of disability in admission to, access to, or operation of its programs, services, or activities. The Town of 
Brookline does not discriminate on the basis of disability in its hiring or employment practices. This notice is provided as required by Title II of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) and by Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. Questions, complaints, or requests for additional information may be sent to Sarah 
Kaplan, Community Relations Specialist and ADA / Section 504 Coordinator. Persons with disabilities who need either auxiliary aids and services for effective 
communication, written materials in alternative formats, or reasonable modifications in policies and procedures in order to access programs and activities of the Town 
of Brookline are invited to make their needs and preferences known to the ADA Coordinator. This notice is available in alternative formats from the ADA Coordinator.
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MINUTES
SELECT BOARD

04/04/2023|5:00 PM
HYBRID|TOWN HALL 6TH FLOOR & ZOOM REMOTE

Present: Select Board Member, Bernard W. Greene, Select Board 
Member, John VanScoyoc, Select Board Member, Miriam 
Aschkenasy, Select Board member, Michael Sandman

ANNOUNCEMENTS/UPDATES
Team Brookline is getting ready for the Boston Marathon. Runner Lakeshman Swami will be fundraising 
for the Brookline Community Mental Health organization. Charity runners raise money for, Brookline 
Education Foundation, Brookline Library Foundation, Brookline Symphony Orchestra, Brookline Teen 
Center and Brookline Center for Mental Health

This is the tenth-year anniversary of the Marathon bombing. There will be a remembrance ceremony 
Saturday April 15th at 2:30 pm at the Brookline Police Station 350 Washington Street    

PUBLIC COMMENT

1. Jessica Wender-Shubow, Brookline Educators Union spoke on the use of ARPA money to pay all 
educators whom met their obligation to work during the Covid pandemic. Federal rules and 
regulations define sectors as each government may designate as critical to protect the health 
and well-being of its residents. These funds may be used to enhance services in schools to 
address increased rates of behavioral health challenges for youths, to support equitable access 
to services and reduce racial ethanoic socioeconomic disparities in access, addressing 
educational disparities in disproportionately impacted communities. She feels all Brookline 
educators are entitled to these funds. Educators were working for the Brookline remote learning 
program during the pandemic.

2. Michael McGraw-Herdeg spoke in support of an in-person Town Meeting, because some have 
not figured out the logistics of remote meetings. He spoke on the implications of Covid in large 
groups and hopes something can be arranged for a hybrid Fall Town Meeting.

3. Sana Hafeez, BNBC National Program Director spoke on ARPA funds for an aviation program and 
feels that after being tasked with reviewing proposals with careful detail, the ARPA Review 
Committee seems to have a major misunderstanding of our program. The commercial license 
training is in Brookline, the commercial pilot license training is in Orlando; there is no such thing 
as a commercial drone pilot certification that Mike referred to. No member of the ARPA Review 
Committee accepted our many invitations for conversations regarding Black N Brown aviation 
training programs that would be able to break down the logistics and cost to our program for 
aviation training. We feel it would be a monumental mistake for this program not to receive 
ARPA funding.

4. Ade ijanusi spoke in support for using Arpa funds for aviation training, he is a pilot, it takes a lot 
for minorities to make it in this career and we are missing opportunities. This is an opportunity 

5.A.
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for black n brown kids to become something in this industry. He hopes it is reconsidered to 
provide ARPA funding for this program.

5. Matt Picard a Brookline teacher spoke on the many teachers in Brookline who have not received 
the $4.00 bonus in recognition for their efforts and sacrifices during the pandemic. These 
educators stepped up and delivered quality education, many gave themselves fully to make the 
school year work during Covid. In December 2020, the remote learning academy answered the 
call and gave our all; we deserve the Arpa Covid pay. 

6. Carolyn Thall recognized Matt as a valued Baker school educator
7. Ty Pain, member of the Black n Brown club spoke in support of the aviation program. If black 

lives really matter what does that mean? Please let the kids get the experience in the aviation 
field.

8. Justin Brown spoke in support of ensuring that all Brookline educators that worked through the 
pandemic receive Covid pay. He taught remotely, hybrid and in person, the remote teaching 
educators are not eligible for ARPA funds and should be able to receive it. They all stepped up 
and delivered quality education

Town Administrator Carey responded on the ARPA premium pay adding that Brookline received as a 
provision of these funds, eligible pay for performing essential work and not included unfortunately is 
teleworkers, and remote work, the Feds do not identify that as premium pay. The premium pay does 
not allow us to pay workers that teleworked. The Select Board agreed that current employees who 
worked in person for 40 days during a particular time period would be eligible for the premium pay. We 
understand the frustration, but the program as it currently exists cost the town $6 million, and the 
decision was made to balance our funding priorities. He also noted that the ARPA premium pay checks 
have already been issued. 

MISCELLANEOUS

Question of approving the meeting minutes from:
March 21, 2023
March 28, 2023

On motion it was,

Voted to approve the meeting minutes from:
March 21, 2023
March 28, 2023.

  Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

Question of accepting a grant from National Association of County and City Health Officials (NACCHO) in 
the amount of $5,000 for the Medical Reserve Corps to be used for emergency preparedness.
Approved
Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

Question of accepting a grant in the amount of $5,000 from MEMA"s Hazardous Materials Emergency 
Planning (HMEP) to update Brookline’s Hazardous Materials Emergency Response Plan.

   Approved
   Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

5.A.
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Question of approving contract MRC23-0102 with the National Association of County and City Health 
Officials in the amount of $5,000 for emergency preparedness supplies.

   Approved
   Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

Question of approving an Authorization to Hire request from the Recreation department:
Recreation Leader

   Approved
   Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

Question of approving the following Authorization to Hire request from the Department of Public 
Works:

Cemetery Supervisor (GN-9)
Pipe layer/laborer (LN-02)
Approved
Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

Question of approving the following Authorization to Hire Request from the Police Department:
 Lieutenant (Provisional)
 Sergeant (Civil Service)
Approved
Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

Question of approving the following appropriation request from the Health Department for office 
supplies in the amount of $7,000:
from: 51005110 health admin 524005 medical/hospital services $1,000.00
to: 51005110 health admin 531012 office supplies $1,000.00
from: 51005110 health admin 524010 professional/technical services $6,000.00
to: 51005110 health admin 531012 office supplies $6,000.00
Approved
Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

Question of approving the following appropriation transfer request from the police department of 
$275,955.00:
From: 2112020 510101 perm full time $275,955
To: 21002020 5A0003   public safety equip $78,783
To:  21002010 524006 training and consulting $52,576
To:  21002020 539035/539031 uniforms/supplies $43,291
To: 21002020 551099 training $20,000
To: 21002020 5A001 automobiles $66,193
To: 21002020 539031 equipment $15,112
Approved
Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

Question of authorizing the following appropriation request from the Advisory Committee for $155.00 
for a conference attendance

5.A.
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From: 13101310 533210 AC Meals and receptions $155.00
To: 13101310 551099 AC conferences $155.00
Approved
Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

Question of accepting a donation in the amount of $250.00 from the Town of Weston to support the 
Hidden Brookline Walking Tour conducted by Barbara Brown.
Approved
Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

CALENDAR

HYBRID TOWN MEETING

Further discussion and possible vote on hybrid or remote Town Meetings

Chair Greene announced that there is no longer a request from the Moderator to hold a remote Town 
Meeting. There are many issues that would have to be addressed if we tried to hold either a hybrid or 
remote town meeting. He spoke on a recent visit to the Town of Plymouth with board member Sandman, 
Senator Susan Moran, Representative Tommy Vitolo, Moderator Kate Poverman and Town Clerk Ben 
Kaufman to observe their hybrid town meeting. They plan to organize a Brookline hybrid town meeting in 
November, and the trip to Plymouth provided a lot of insight and information on doing so. Plymouth 
obtained home rule authorization for a hybrid town meeting last summer. Chair Greene spoke on his 
observations., some favorable to the hybrid platform some not so much.  

Mike Sandman added that Plymouth noted they had a contentious time when they scheduled an in-
person town meeting and he thinks the hybrid meeting was a response to that; he added it took them 
months to set up that option.

Moderator Kate Poverman added the issues of remote vs in-person has been discussed a lot, prompting 
her to request a remote meeting and since withdrew it. Remote meeting has benefits making town 
meeting more assessable and many town meeting members were in favor of it; an equal number were in 
favor of being back in-person, however there were some risks she was not willing to take in holding a 
remote town meeting. 

 The warrants were executed went out and posted, you can’t pull them back and execute them 
again. In order to have another town meeting remotely, we would execute another town 
meeting with the same articles for a different date. The article process has already started.

 Need to hold a remote town meeting the day before the posted town meeting where town 
meeting would have to approve the remote town meeting, if that passes, proceed. Because the 
warrant was issued, town meeting would meet the next day for the in-person town meeting a 
quorum would have to be there, 180 members. And 91 would have to vote to adjourn the in-
person town meeting to proceed in remote. If fails to pass that we would run 2 simultaneous 
town meetings, one remote one in person. There is no way to know if this would be challenged 
or not.

Board member Miriam Aschkenasy spoke against an all in-person town meeting because it is difficult for 
those who have family obligations and other challenges to attend an in-person town meeting.

5.A.
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Town Administrator Carey added the reality is rewiring the high school auditorium which is in continuous 
use requiring staff and time, the only date that was available was May 4fth due to high school activities; 
making a hybrid not possible for a May 2023 hybrid town meeting. There was a wait and see period with 
what the State would allow relating to hybrid town meetings. The town is prepared to start the process for 
the Fall town meeting.

 SPECIAL TOWN MEETING - withdrawn

Question of approving the Moderator's request for a remote Town Meetings

 a) Question of calling a second Special Town Meeting for purposes of providing a remote option for 
articles files for the May 2023 Town Meetings

DEPARTMENTAL BUDGET REVIEW

Review of the following FY24 Departmental budgets:
Council on Aging
 HR/Benefits
 Library

Council on Aging Director Ruthann Dobek made a presentation.
Highlights

 Requesting $19,318 to cover the new parking lese at 122 Centre Street and a new contract for 
cleaning

 Salary budget - $911,776 (11 FTE 4 PTE) 
 Outside funding sources include state, federal and private funding ($449,857)
 Review of ARPA funding – food insecurity, transportation and mental health related programs
 Goals: finding funds after ARPA- mid-management salaries- transportation expansion 

HR/Benefits, Human Resources Director Ann Braga provided a presentation:
Highlights:

 Review of mission statement 
 Brookline code of conduct
 Accomplishments: Covid related work items, premium pay, collective bargaining, work from 

home, policy review
 Current activities: Learning and development, online compliance, salary studies
  Review of employee benefits

Deputy Town Administrator Melissa Goff provided a review of the benefit budget:
 Pension on track to be fully funded by 2030
 Major changes in GIC insurance, they are waiting until after the insurance enrollment period 

to see where the numbers settle before addressing the $2.1 million increase
 OPEB trust fund was allocated $250k 
 Workers comp increased
 Injured on duty was level funded
 Unemployment was reduced appropriation redirected to worker comp

5.A.
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Ms. Braga spoke briefly on recent turn over, notably since Covid, they have been tracking positions 
and noted people leaving without another job lined up because they needed time away, time to 
decompresses whatever the reason.  Also, many are not showing up for interviews etc. and some 
change career paths. 

Library Director Amanda Hirst made a presentation:
Highlights:

 Accomplishments – exceeded pre Covid circulation levels
 Conducted a diversity audit of their library print collection
 Increased engagement to Brookline’s older population
 New initiatives – increase services to those that can’t come to the library
 Use a bookmobile to meet community needs
 Provide a tool to delivery library materials to those that are homebound
 Personnel – 41 staff members - would like an Assistant Director for Public Services 
 Would like to Invest in software and equipment 
 Would like to see the libraries become carbon neutral

Ms. Hirsh spoke briefly on their integration with the Town’s IT department. Town hall has been very 
supportive with contract negotiations, and strategic support. 

WARRANT ARTICLES

Review and possible vote on the following Warrant Articles:

Article 13 Create a new Article 3.12A of the Town’s General By-Laws to establish an Office of Housing 
Stability (Wu, Card)
There shall be established an Office of Housing Stability within the Department of Public Health, or within 
another Town Department at the discretion of the Town Administrator. The purpose of the Office shall be to 
assist residents at risk of displacement, prevent homelessness, and to develop initiatives to combat 
displacement. The office shall serve as a resource and clearinghouse of information for residents who need 
housing-related assistance and a forum for identifying best practices for combatting displacement. Potential 
services offered by the office may include: ● Advice and information on housing issues for Brookline residents 
● Referrals to community agencies to prevent displacement (legal, mental health, social services, advocacy) 
● Accessing financial assistance ● Advocacy with landlords or housing agencies to resolve housing disputes ● 
Case management to stabilize tenancies ● Housing search (affordable, private, public, inclusionary) ● 
Individual outreach to Landlords and on-line resources regarding tenant rights and housing search

Petitioner Chi Chi Wu and John Card presented Article 13 – Creating a n Office of Housing stability.
 Background
 Housing displacement is a threat to public health
 Eviction Lab report from Suffolk County – evictions are increasing
 Brookline’s rental rate are skyrocketing – cost burdened renters
 Review of other municipalities with Offices of Housing Stability
 Potential services

This office would be tasked with providing advice on housing issues, referrals to community agencies to 
prevent displacement, accessing financial assistance, advocacy with landlords or housing agencies, case 
management housing search and a tool as a clearing house for inquires on housing related issues including 
tenant rights.

5.A.
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The board noted there are local agencies and town departments that deal with some of these issues; 
perhaps a plan may be required is to align these services in a better format to make it easier to obtain 
information. It was also noted perhaps a plan to strengthen the communications with local organizations 
and/or explore contractual services. It was noted the town could do better identifying the resource we have. 
The town needs to first figure out, what do we offer currently, and move from there.

Ms. Wu added it could be started with one person to serve as a clearing house that has some expertise in 
housing. Boston had a staff of three to serve the whole city. John Card added that some of these agencies 
are specialized in other areas. There is no resource just for tenants.

Board member Aschkenasy noted the Town’s disability expert and how helpful her position is in town. We 
may have all the resources, but no one to link them together and provide a path for residents. She supports 
a dedicated staff person. 

Chair Greene spoke on a kind of community hub and this could be part of a broader initiative to provide 
social services. He is not opposed to the article but feels pooling our current services is a good start.

Public hearing
Bonnie Bastian spoke in favor of the article and relayed her struggles and challenges as a renter in Brookline. 
Last summer her rent was raised $800 over a four-month period. What she needed was advise, strategy and 
information to help her understand her point of leverage to communicate with her landlord to correct 
serious repairs. A point person would have been very helpful to her.

Scott Ananian, TMM#10 spoke in support of the article and noted that a quarter or half position could get 
the ball rolling. Someone in town should be working on this.

Carolyn Thall spoke in support of the article and noted her involvement with rental residents having trouble 
with Hancock Village. There needs to be someone who can deal with code enforcement and eviction issues.  
She spoke on Brookline residents in Hancock Village with children in the school system that were not 
evicted, but did not have their lease renewed, leaving them 30 days to get out of their apartments.  There 
needs to be some support for these renters.

Jessica Ryan said there are often times property managers and staff find ourselves in situations where they 
are overwhelmed and often times are not in a position where they are qualified to handle these issues. 
Reaching out to the office of housing stability for assistance would be a great help and resource for them. 
This position would provide a service that would go both ways to the tenant and the landlord.

Board member VanScoyoc acknowledged there is a concern and we should look at whether there is a 
current staff person that needs to be elevated or bringing in a new hire. 

 

  

5.A.
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Article 16 Amend Article X of the Town’s Zoning By-Laws to create a new zoning district to reduce the 
number of demolitions in Brookline (Planning and Community Development Department)

  Regulatory Planner Polly Selkoe reviewed the article:
The Department of Planning and Community Development proposes a zoning amendment to address the 
Article 12 resolution, passed at Fall 2022 Town Meeting, which requested that the Planning Department study 
proposals to reduce the number of demolitions in Brookline. This zoning amendment would be a first step.
The amendment would create a new zoning district, called T-5 (NH), to encourage reuse of buildings and 
discourage demolitions.  The new zoning district would have the same dimensional requirements as the T-5 
district, but would prescribe massing standards for the build-out of attic spaces, third floors and additions, 
and would limit building depth on a lot.   The proposed standards would (a) reduce the rapid pace of the 
demolition of existing housing stock, (b) encourage conversions of attic spaces and additions for greater living 
space, and (c) reinforce the strong development pattern of the T-5 architecturally coherent neighborhoods for 
dormers, additions and new dwellings.  
Over the past year and a half, there have been five demolition applications for replacement of primary 
structures with much larger two families, just in the T-5 districts, off of Harvard Street, north of Beacon Street.  
All of the proposals were for much larger structures that had a full three stories in contrast to the surrounding 
homes, which were primarily two-and-half stories with sloped roofs. 

Polly Selkoe reviewed that this article is written in response to a resolution that passed at last town 
meeting due to the great concern on demolitions, especially in T5 zoning areas. These areas are near 
Harvard street, and demolitions are being replaced with three storied buildings built out to the lot lines in a 
style that does not fit in the neighborhood. One striking result is the roofline, and the boxed like structure.
This bylaw amendment proposes a zoning district of T5(NH), height stays the same, but instead of allowing 
three stories it allows 2.5 stories which means the house will not be as overwhelming in appearance. The 
front lot setbacks and side lot setbacks remain the same. The house could only be 50% of the depth of the 
lot from the very front of the lot to the rear of the lot.

Ms. Selkoe spoke on various roof types and sees this as putting a stop on demolition, already several 
properties went from their original proposal of a demolition to a renovation project. She did note that most 
of the demolished properties have turned into a large three unit building at very high property prices.

Board member Sandman acknowledged that this is taking a mini step towards form based zoning in this 
area with dormers. It addresses massing and the slope of a roof. He mentioned 159 Aspinwall Ave, a large 
box shaped building, a two-family condo that replaced a traditional 2 family home. These units sold at a 
much higher price than the traditional 2 family.

Public hearing
Nancy Heller, TMM#8 spoke in favor of the article. She was a co-petitioner of article 12 at last town 
meeting, a very successful resolution that asked the Planning Board to come up with a way to reduce 
demolitions that’s happening in precincts 8 and 9 and other areas in Brookline. This is a terrific start. 
 
Regina Frawley asked about the height and noted there is a lot of apparatus put on a roof and called 
penthouses. It is often up to 8 or 9 feet in order to cover the appliances that go on the roof like air 
conditioners and heaters. Would that be restricted by the 2.5 height allowance? She supports the article.

5.A.
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Ms. Selkoe responded that the zoning bylaws does allow certain equipment to go on the roof, 10 feet 
higher than what the maximum height is allowed. Typically, on a two family you really don’t have a lot of 
that kind of equipment. An elevator penthouse would be allowed.

Edward Dumas noted that the districts that are being talked about are currently part of the Coolidge Corner 
design overlay district, the kind of demolitions being discussed fall within the requirement of a special 
permit and design review. This would seem as a plain read to already preclude this type of development in 
the Coolidge Corner design district. How are we getting these homes given that they are already subject to 
review, there is a possibility that there are waivers that are happening down the approval line. In his 
research he was not able to find that the planning department conducted design reviews on homes that 
had been fully demolished. An example is the process on 116 Thorndike. This process went pretty far 
before being halted to take the proper channels.

Ms. Selkoe responded that it is important to note that the planning board and the ZBA have to adhere to 
what is allowed. There are not many specific design standards, they are very general. These new design 
standards will help ensure that these buildings are not out of place.
 
There was a note submitted asking about enforcement measures.

Mr. Carey noted there are enforcement procedures in place, regular inspections etc. The town welcomes 
residents’ concerns that can sometimes lead to further inspection.

CANNABIS EQUITY POLICY

Review and possible vote on a Cannabis Equity policy

Board member Sandman reviewed the draft policy that was before the Cannabis Mitigation Advisory 
Committee who proposed two edits, and is now ready for adoption.  At the same time there were discussions 
back and forth with the attorneys for retail marijuana establishments on a fee structure.  

Town Counsel Callanan reviewed some legal cases currently in the courts that may alter the language of this 
policy; they will not know that outcome until July of this year.

Chair Greene proposed some language that will specify why there is a social equity policy which is to 
acknowledge people from black and brown communities that have been disproportionately harmed by 
marijuana prohibition and enforcement and to positively impact those communities.

On motion it was,

Voted to approve the marijuana equity policy, as edited by the Select Board with regard to Sections 3 and 4, 
and to authorize the Town Administrator to insert into Section 1 prefatory language adopted from Chapter 94G 
regarding the purpose of the policy being to assist those historically disproportionately impacted by anti-
marijuana enforcement laws.”
 

   Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

5.A.
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MAY ELECTION

Question of approving the following actions related to the May 2023 Town Election:

1. Vote to issue the Warrant for the Annual Town Election scheduled for May 2, 2023
2. Vote to issue the Warrant for the Special State Primary scheduled for May 2, 2023
3. Vote to authorize police details for the May 2, 2023 Elections

Town Clerk Ben Kaufman reviewed that the State election relates only to Brookline’s precinct 16. 

On motion it was,

1. Voted to issue the Warrant for the Annual Town Election scheduled for May 2, 2023
2. Voted to issue the Warrant for the Special State Primary scheduled for May 2, 2023
3. Voted to authorize police details for the May 2, 2023 Elections
Aye: Bernard Greene, John VanScoyoc, Miriam Aschkenasy, Michael Sandman

There being no further business the Chair ended the meeting at 8:45 pm.

ATTEST

5.A.
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333 Washington S t ree t    Brook l ine ,  Massachuse t t s  02445-6863 
Te lephone:  (617)730-2156      Facsimi le :  (617)713-3727 

www.brook l inema.gov  

 
 

T O W N  o f  B R O O K L I N E 
Massachusetts 

 

Department of Public Works 
April 4, 2023 

 
             

Erin Chute Gallentine 
Commissioner 

 
 
Select Board 
Town Hall 
Brookline, MA 02445 
 
Dear Board Members, 
 
Attached for your approval is Extra Work Order No. 15 in the amount of $69,637.00 for 
D’Allessandro Corporation, Contract No. PW/14-19, “Rental Rates for Snow Plowing and Ice 
Control”.  This contract amendment is submitted to cover a current deficit in snow and ice 
control costs and is anticipated to provide adequate funding to close out expenditures for the 
remainder of the winter season. 
 
The original contract was approved by the Select Board on November 13, 2013 and was most 
recently extended on October 19, 2021 for a three year term, in the amount of $79,865.00 
annually to cover anticipated costs for the winters of 2021-2022, 2022-2023 and 2023-2024.  On 
January 16, 2023, the Town administrator authorized the invocation of Massachusetts Chapter 
44, section 31D thereby allowing the Department to overspend the budget for snow and ice 
control and continue winter operations. 
 
Your approval of this extra work order is respectfully requested. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Erin Gallentine 
Commissioner of Public Works 
 
 
Cc:  Charles Carey, Town Administrator 
 Kevin Johnson, Director of Highway and Sanitation 
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Town Of Brookline 

Contract Amendment Approval Form 

Department: Public Works/Engineering Division 

Contract #: PW/14-19 Rental Rates for Snow Plowing and Ice Control 

Vendor Name and Address: 	D'Aliessandro Corp.• 41 Ledin Dr. PO Box 245 
Avon. MA 02322-0245 

Change Order/Extra Work Order #: ..:.,;15=--__ 


Purchase Order #: 23100074 


Amount of Amendment $ 69.637.00 


Purpose of Amendment: 


Descri ption: Additional snow plowing and ice control. 

Coding: 

Org# Org Name * Acct # Acct Name Amount 


142004230 1523070 	 1 $69,637.00 


• 	 For "K" or "C" accounts, please call it "CIP", preceded by your Dept (e.g., 4909K001 would be "DPW CIP"). 

Department Head: Date 

Comptroller and Purchasing Approvals 

Funds Available/Codes Correct _.......J(M?)~=---+--_____ 
co~ Date Approved by Comptroller 

Complies with Appropriate Procurement Law ~ Q J t.
(MGL ch 149, ch 30 30 30M, or ch 30B) Purchasing Date Appv by Purchasing 

04/05/2023

5.D.
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Submit Date: Dec 07, 2022

First Name Middle Initial Last Name

Email Address

Home Address

City State Postal Code

Primary Phone

Brookline, MA Boards & Commissions

Application Form

Profile

What Precinct do you live in? *

 Precinct 2 

Which Boards would you like to apply for?

Naming Committee: Submitted

Interests & Experiences

What type of experience can you offer this Board/Commission?

1. Previous member (alternate) of the Naming Committee -- 2020-2022. I took the spot vacated when a
member moved away. 2. Member, School Committee Ad Hoc group that investigated all of the school
names, in light of the Warrant Article that changed the name of the former Edward Devotion School --
2018-2020.

What type of issue would you like to see this Board/Commission address?

The Heath School community has been wrestling with the historical information discovered when the Ad
Hoc committee upon which I served (see above) found hard evidence of the Heath family's slave dealings.
They're going through a renaming process now; I look forward to their outcome! In 2018, Saeed Ola, Vice
Principal of the Florida Ruffin Ridley School, stated to me that "institutions should reexamine their names
every 50 to 100 years. Is the name still relevant?" And to my mind: does a current name do damage to a
certain gender, race, or ethnic group in town? I don't think that any street, school, or square name is
sacred. I look forward to working with name changes as they arise.

Are you involved in any other Town activities?

Current: Chair, Friends of the Public Library; Town Meeting Member, precinct 2. Previous: parent
representative on the (formerly Devotion) Building Renovation Committee; PTO co-president of the
(former Edward Devotion School, now) Florida Ruffin Ridley School; school library volunteer for 12 years
at two school libraries.

Pamela L Roberts

Pamela L Roberts

7.B.
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Upload a Resume

Date of Birth

Do you have time constraints that would limit your ability to attend one to two meetings a
month?

None.

Demographics

Ethnicity

 Caucasian/Non-Hispanic 

Gender

 Female 

Naming_Committee_resume.pdf

03/16/1958

Pamela L Roberts

7.B.
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Pamela Roberts •  

My husband and I have lived in North Brookline for 30 years. Our three children went through  
the (former Edward Devotion, now) Florida Ruffin Ridley School. Our sons graduated from 
Brookline High School, while our daughter graduated from Norfolk County Agricultural High 
School last spring. 

Volunteering 
* Principal Search Committee, former Devotion School 2001-2002 
* PTO Co-President, 2003-2006 
* (formerly Devotion) School Renovation Committee, parent representative  2014-2018 
* Ad Hoc group of the School Committee that examined the history of each Brookline public 

school’s name  2018-2020 
* Brookline Naming Committee (alternate) 2020-2022 
* Current Chair, Friends of the Brookline Library  
* Library Volunteer, Florida Ruffin Ridley School Library and the BHS library, 2008-2020 
* Current Town Meeting member, precinct 2 

* Current Council Member, Old South Church in Copley Square 
* Former Moderator, Old South Church 

References 
Available upon request
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OFFICE OF TOWN COUNSEL 
 

JOE CALLANAN, Town Counsel  

JOHN MORESCHI, First Assistant Town Counsel 

JOHN J. BUCHHEIT, Associate Town Counsel 

JONATHAN SIMPSON, Associate Town Counsel 

MICHAEL DOWNEY, Associate Town Counsel 

 

333 Washington Street, Brookline, Massachusetts 02445-6863 
Telephone Number (617) 730-2190    Fax Number (617) 264-6463 

T O W N  OF  B R O O K L I N E 
M a s s a c h u s e t t s 

 
     M a s s a c h u s e t t s 
 

TO: Bernard Greene, Chair, Brookline Select Board 

All Other Members of the Brookline Select Board 

CC: Ben Kaufman, Town Clerk 

Chas Carey, Town Administrator  

Melissa Goff, Deputy Town Administrator 

Devon Fields, Assistant Town Administrator for Operations 

John A. Moreschi, First Assistant Town Counsel 

Jonathan Simpson, Associate Town Counsel 

FROM: Joe Callanan, Town Counsel 

SUBJECT: Select Board Approval of the Town Counsel’s Draft Local Ballot Information 

DATE: April 7, 2023 

_________________________________________________________________________________ 

This memorandum seeks to conclude my efforts to comply with General Laws, c. 53, §18B, and as a 

follow up to both my March 23, 2023 and April 4, 2023 memoranda.  

Attached please find a final draft version for your approval. 

I respectfully request that the Select Board approve this final version of ballot information during 

your meeting scheduled for next Tuesday, April 11, 2023. G.L., c. 53, §18B(b) (first sentence).  

If the Select Board were to approve the information at that meeting, then we would be able to meet 

the statute’s mailing deadline, which I explained in my earlier memorandum. 

Please feel free to contact me if you should have any questions. Thank you very much.

8.A.
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Ben Kaufman, Town Clerk 

Town of Brookline 
Massachusetts 

 

Town Hall, 1st Floor 
333 Washington Street 

Brookline, MA 02445-6899 

(617) 730-2010 Fax (617) 
730-2043 

 

 
April 12, 2023 

«FirstName» «MiddleName» «LastName» «Suffix» 
«Address» «UnitNumber» 
«City», «State» «PostalCode» 

Dear Resident, 

The Town of Brookline prepared this mailing, pursuant to GL c. 53, § 18B, to provide residents information about local ballot 

questions at the Annual Town Election on May 2, 2023. 

As provided by law, proponents and opponents of each question prepared and wrote 150-word arguments and these arguments 

reflect their opinions, and not the opinions of the Town of Brookline. The Town of Brookline does not endorse these arguments, nor 

does the Town certify the truth or accuracy of any statement made in these arguments.  

Listed with each question is the identity of the advocates, and any relevant organizations, who wrote each argument. Any written 

comments by others, and earlier drafts about each argument, are on file in the Office of the Town Clerk and will be available to the 

voters at all polling places. 

For information about Early Voting, Voting by Mail, Registering to Vote, and other election-related information, please visit: 

brooklinema.gov/townclerk  

 

Questions 1 through 3 are separate questions. You may vote for or against each question independently. Each question requires a 

majority of those voting on that question to pass.  

Question 1. 

 
Shall the Town of Brookline be allowed to exempt from the provisions of 

proposition two and one-half, so-called, the amounts required to pay for 

the bonds issued in order to pay costs of constructing a new PreK-8 

School which includes renovations/addition to the existing historic 

Pierce School and other site improvements including reconstruction and 

repair of the Town Hall and Pierce School garages which are beneath the 

new school and the Town Park across School Street, including the 

payment of all costs related to designing the new school project, 

equipping and furnishing the school, site improvements, and all other 

costs incidental and related thereto? 

TOWN COUNSEL SUMMARY:  

State law, commonly known as “Proposition 2 ½,” limits the total 

amount of money that a Town can raise through property taxes by, 

among other things, setting a so-called levy limit. By passing an 

“override” or an “exclusion,” Proposition 2 ½ allows the voters of a Town 

to assess property taxes more than the levy limit’s usual allowable 

annual increase. Typically, the levy limit may only increase at an annual 

rate of 2.5 percent. 

Proposition 2 ½ allows a Town to raise funds for the payment of certain 

capital projects and for the payment of associated debt service costs. 

This process is called a “debt exclusion”, which is a temporary tax levy 

increase until the Town pays off the bonds. Question 1 is a debt 

exclusion question. 

8.A.
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If passed, this ballot question would fund the renovation of the John 

Pierce School in the Brookline Village neighborhood.  

The proposed renovation includes:  

(i) a full demolition of the Pierce School Building facing 

School Street, which was added in 1973, and construction 

of a new building in its place;  

(ii) renovations and additions to the historic Pierce School 

Building facing Pierce Street, which dates to 1855; 

(iii) reconstruction and repair of the park across School 

Street; and  

(iv) other site improvements including the reconstruction and 

repair of the Town Hall and Pierce School garages 

underneath the 1973 Pierce School Building.  

When complete, the new Pierce School will have the capacity to educate 

approximately 725 K-8 students in a four-section, fully Americans with 

Disability Act-compliant building. The new Pierce School will also contain 

three classrooms for preschoolers in the Brookline Early Education 

Program, known as BEEP.  

A “yes” vote on this question would allow a temporary property tax 

increase to pay for the bonds necessary for the Pierce School Building 

capital project. 

A “no” vote would make no changes to the amount of property taxes 

the Town may raise other than what is allowed by Proposition 2 ½, so-

called. 

Yes _____ No _____ 

Proponent: Jeff Rudolph, Campaign Manager 

Lisa Sears, Treasurer 

State Representative Tommy Vitolo, Campaign Co-Chair 

School Committee Member Andy Liu, Campaign Co-Chair 

Select Board Member Mike Sandman, Campaign Co-Chair 

Yes for Brookline 

29 Greenough Street 

Brookline, Massachusetts 02445 

Brookline desperately needs a new Pierce School. Please vote YES to 

build it. 

The Pierce School in Brookline Village houses 700+ K-8 students in a 

building designed for ~550. Twelve classes (~250 kids) and the library 

must function daily in one multi-story open space–a difficult learning 

environment for easily distracted students. Kids with hearing or other 

physical limitations cannot fully participate–they must be reassigned to 

other schools. Voting YES approves a 21st Century, fossil-fuel-free, safe, 

accessible, and appropriately-sized school. 

With Massachusetts contributing up to $38 million, the school will cost 

Brookline ~$172 million–similar in cost to recent, comparable projects 

elsewhere. There is no realistic, less expensive alternative. Voting no will 

forfeit state funding and incur additional cost inflation. A renovation to 

code would cost nearly as much money and leave many problems 

unsolved.  

See for yourself–take a tour. Sign-ups, and much more information, 

available at: https://yesforbrookline.com/  

 

Opponent: Spend Smart Brookline 

Post Office Box 470664 

Brookline, Massachusetts 02447 

• Pierce needs improvements, but $212M for one school is 

outlandish - Most expensive elementary school in MA history. 

• Plan is too large, too elaborate – result of flawed process, no 

budget. We need accountability.  

• Lost state matching funds because too many “extras.” 

• Enrollment has dropped – $122 million Driscoll will open one-

third empty. 
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• Options to renovate or modestly rebuild – saving tens of 

millions – were cast aside. That’s poor planning. 

• Property taxes and fees rose 36% in the past five years. 

• Immediate 5% tax increase – Pierce contributes to additional 

23% in next five years. 

• Increase lasts 25 years, $314 million with interest. 

• Town is over half billion dollars in debt.  

• Revision can cost less – No other town is building as 

expensively and putting as high a tax burden on residents for 

one elementary / middle school. 

• Demolition of massive concrete structure has major climate 

impacts – Greenest approach is re-use, not new construction. 

• https://www.SpendSmartBrookline.org/no1 

  

 

Questions 2A and 2B are separate questions. You may vote for or against 

each question independently. Each question requires a majority of those 

voting on that question to pass. If both Questions 2A and 2B pass, the 

question with the highest dollar amount will prevail over the other. 

Question 2A. 

 
Shall the Town of Brookline be allowed to assess an additional 

$11,983,367 in real estate and personal property taxes for the purposes 

of funding the costs of Brookline Public Schools ($6,988,367) and 

funding the costs of additional expenditures in municipal departments 

($4,995,000) for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2023? 

TOWN COUNSEL SUMMARY:  

State law, commonly known as “Proposition 2 ½,” limits the total 

amount of money that a Town can raise through property taxes by, 

among other things, setting a so-called levy limit. By passing an 

“override” or an “exclusion,” Proposition 2 ½ allows the voters of a Town 

to assess property taxes more than the levy limit’s usual allowable 

annual increase. Typically, the levy limit may only increase at an annual 

rate of 2.5 percent. 

By passing an “override,” Proposition 2 ½ allows a Town to assess more 

taxes than the allowable increases for governmental expenses likely to 

recur or continue, although the additional funds may be used for any 

public purpose. An override increases the amount of property tax 

revenue a Town may raise in the year specified and also into future 

years. Question 2A is an override question. 

If passed, this question would increase property taxes by $11,983,367 

gradually over the next three years. The override would fund municipal 

and school operations and close certain budget deficits facing Brookline. 

Current service levels would be maintained. 

The municipal, or “Town”, portion of the override totals $4,995,000. This 

part will close the deficit and pay for additional streetscape and roadway 

maintenance, vehicle replacement, facilities maintenance, employee 

recruitment and retention, rodent control, Planning Department studies, 

forestry management, and other Town initiatives. The school portion of 

the override totals $6,988,367. This part will close that department’s 

deficit and achieve the staffing levels, class sizes, caseloads, and 

programming the Public Schools of Brookline has requested. 

Question 2A, and the following Question 2B, both request authorization 

to assess additional property taxes. Question 2A does not include all the 

requested increases in property taxes that Question 2B does. 

Any question with a majority of votes passes. Questions 2A and 2B may 

also both fail to reach a majority of votes. But, if both questions pass, 

only the higher amount in question 2B will be the new higher levy limit. 

A “yes” vote on this question allows a permanent $11,983,367 

Townwide property tax increase for the purposes of funding the costs of 

Brookline Public Schools ($6,988,367) and funding the costs of 

additional expenditures in municipal departments ($4,995,000). 

A “no” vote would make no changes to the amount of property taxes 

the Town may raise other than what is allowed by Proposition 2 ½, so-

called. 

Yes _____ No _____ 
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Proponent: Jeff Rudolph, Campaign Manager 

Lisa Sears, Treasurer 

State Representative Tommy Vitolo, Campaign Co-Chair 

School Committee Member Andy Liu, Campaign Co-Chair 

Select Board Member Mike Sandman, Campaign Co-Chair 

Yes for Brookline 

29 Greenough Street 

Brookline, Massachusetts 02445 

Massachusetts municipalities cannot raise real estate taxes more than 2-

1/2% per year without a town-wide vote. 

Brookline’s expenses have risen by 4% a year or more. Every year it is 

more difficult to maintain roads, schools, and public safety services. 

Brookline is asking voters to raise taxes by $11.98 million in three steps: 

 Town Schools 

 (Million $) 

2023-24  $ 2.860   $ 3.690  

2024-25  $ 1.120   $ 1.710  

2025-26  $ 1.015   $ 1.580  

  $ 4.995   $ 6.980  

   

Total by 2025-26:   $ 11.98  

% increase in taxes: 4.20% 

The case for the override is simple: To maintain Town and School 

services and catch up on road and building repairs, we need more 

revenue.  

Please vote for Question 2A even if you vote for Question 2B. 

See where the money will go here: 

https://www.brooklinema.gov/3590/FY2024-26-Override-Central 

See the impact on the property you live in here: 

https://apps.brooklinema.gov/assessors/odesearch.asp 

 

Opponent: A.K. Nandakumar and Roger Blood 

Property taxes have increased 36% in just five years. They will jump 

another 23% in the next five years if Questions 1 and 2 pass (inclusive of 

other known debt). Brookline’s outstanding debt is nearly $1/2 billion. 

That’s 60% more than what it was only five years ago. 

The proposed $12 million operating override -- by far the largest in 

Brookline’s history – raises annual taxes over 4%, compounded annually. 

Government by override is necessary only when there is no political will 

to close our growing operating deficit.  

Voting No on Question 2A will tell our Town and School officials that 

fixing Brookline’s structural budget deficit -- including controlling costs—

should be their highest priority. Residents deserve accountable 

leadership. 

Brookline cannot be affordable when large overrides are scheduled 

every few years. To avoid facing yet another override 3-4 years down the 

road, we must say No to Question 2 now. 

 

Question 2B. 

 
Shall the Town of Brookline be allowed to assess an additional 

$13,833,367 in real estate and personal property for the purposes of 

funding the costs of Brookline Public Schools ($6,988,367), funding the 

costs of additional expenditures in municipal departments ($4,995,000), 

and funding the costs of a municipal composting collection service 

($1,850,000) for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2023? 

TOWN COUNSEL SUMMARY:  

State law, commonly known as “Proposition 2 ½,” limits the total 

amount of money that a Town can raise through property taxes by, 

among other things, setting a so-called levy limit. By passing an 

“override” or an “exclusion,” Proposition 2 ½ allows the voters of a Town 

to assess property taxes more than the levy limit’s usual allowable 

annual increase. Typically, the levy limit may only increase at an annual 

rate of 2.5 percent. 

By passing an “override,” Proposition 2 ½ allows a Town to assess more 

taxes than the allowable increases for governmental expenses likely to 

recur or continue, although the additional funds may be used for any 

public purpose. An override increases the amount of property tax 

revenue a Town may raise in the year specified and also into future 

years. Question 2B is an override question. 

If passed, this question would increase property taxes by $13,833,367 

gradually over the next three years. The override would fund municipal 

and school operations and close certain budget deficits facing Brookline. 

Current service levels would be maintained, and the $13,833,367 

override would provide $1,850,000 in funding for a municipal 

composting collection service.  
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The municipal, or “Town”, portion of the override totals $4,995,000. This 

part will close the deficit and pay for additional streetscape and roadway 

maintenance, vehicle replacement, facilities maintenance, employee 

recruitment and retention, rodent control, Planning Department studies, 

forestry management, and other Town initiatives. The school portion of 

the override totals $6,988,367. This part will close that department’s 

deficit and achieve the staffing levels, class sizes, caseloads, and 

programming the Public Schools of Brookline has requested. Finally, this 

question also includes $1,850,000 in funding for a municipal composting 

collection service. 

Question 2B, and the previous Question 2A, both request authorization 

to assess additional property taxes. Question 2B includes the increases 

in property taxes from Question 2A and more—funding for municipal 

composting.  

Any question with a majority of votes passes. Questions 2A and 2B may 

also both fail to reach a majority of votes. But, if both questions pass, 

only the higher amount in question 2B will be the new higher levy limit. 

A “yes” vote on this question allows a permanent $13,833,367 

Townwide property tax increase for the purposes of funding the costs of 

Brookline Public Schools ($6,988,367), funding the costs of additional 

expenditures in municipal departments ($4,995,000), and funding the 

costs of a municipal composting collection service ($1,850,000). 

A “no” vote would make no changes to the amount of property taxes 

the Town may raise other than what is allowed by Proposition 2 ½, so-

called. 

Yes _____ No _____ 

Proponent: Jeff Rudolph, Campaign Manager 

Lisa Sears, Treasurer 

State Representative Tommy Vitolo, Campaign Co-Chair 

School Committee Member Andy Liu, Campaign Co-Chair 

Select Board Member Mike Sandman, Campaign Co-Chair 

Yes for Brookline 

29 Greenough Street 

Brookline, Massachusetts 02445 

Voting “Yes” for Question 2B accepts the $11.98 million requested in 
Question 2A, and adds funding for a new service, town-wide 
composting. Composting will reduce trash costs, reduce the rodent 
population, and help the environment. The additional cost for 
composting will add $1.85 million, or 0.65% to our taxes. 

Composting – add'l cost: $1.85M  

% increase in taxes: 0.65% 

According to the 2020 US census there are almost 27,000 households in 
Brookline. Based on the projection of the number that will participate, 
$1.85 million will cover the Town’s costs. 

When you vote for Question 2B, please also vote for Question 2A. That 
helps ensure that funds requested in 2A win approval. 

Census data here; scroll down to see the number of households: 
https://censusreporter.org/profiles/16000US2509210-brookline-ma/ 

See where the money will go: 
https://www.brooklinema.gov/3590/FY2024-26-Override-Central 

See the tax impact where you live: 
https://apps.brooklinema.gov/assessors/odesearch.asp 

More info here: 
https://yesforbrookline.com/ 

 

Opponent: Paul Hsieh, TMM pct. 4 

115 Walnut Street 

Brookline, MA 02445 

Full disclosure: I am a strong supporter of townwide composting in 

Brookline. 

I oppose Question 2B because this plan is not ready for prime time and 

is unlikely to achieve townwide composting. 

Currently, 2000 Brookline households are paying $120/year to compost 

with Black Earth. The green bin costs $29.50. 

Question 2B asks for $1.85 million/year to offer composting with an 

extra undisclosed opt-in fee. In other communities, tax-funded opt-in 

composting without extra fees results in about 30% participation. 30% 

of 13,000 households with municipal service is 4000. Composting for 

4000 households privately would cost $480,000/year. Unless all 13,000 

households opt in, 2B will create a tax surplus that will end up in the 

general fund. 

No on 2B is not no on townwide composting. It is no to an unspecified 

tax surplus. If you want townwide composting, as I do, advocate for a 

more thoroughly town-vetted process. 

8.A.

Page: 56

https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/TDjrC5y1Lxc4gKD8Czjl1F?domain=censusreporter.org/
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/Z8ROC68z9yc8V9Bku6zP8m?domain=brooklinema.gov
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/8ywaC73WXzToE6JMiB85Js?domain=apps.brooklinema.gov
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/xOC2C82BEAuLOMK3iMdzMa?domain=yesforbrookline.com/


Letter to Brookline Households 
Information regarding local ballot questions for the 2023 annual municipal elections, scheduled for May 2, 2023 
April 12, 2023 
page 6 of 6 
 
 

6 

Question 3. 

 

Shall the Town of Brookline adopt the following changes to the Town’s 

General Bylaws that would limit the number of Storefront Marijuana 

Retailer licenses to no more than four, consistent with Warrant Article 

15 of the November 2022 Special Town Meeting? 

TOWN COUNSEL SUMMARY:  

If passed, this local ballot question would limit the number of storefront 

marijuana retailer licenses in the Town to four or less. The November 

2022 Special Town Meeting passed this proposed bylaw as Warrant 

Article 15. State law requires that the Town of Brookline voters decide 

whether to adopt this bylaw change. G.L., c. 94G, § 3(e). 

The license cap will stay unchanged for all other license types. These 

other license types include marijuana delivery operators, social 

consumption retailers, and marijuana couriers. The present license cap 

for each license type equals 20% of the number of liquor licenses for off-

premises alcohol consumption that the Select Board has issued. Today, 

the cap is five. 

A “yes” vote on this question would limit the number of storefront 

marijuana retailer licenses in the Town to four or less. 

A “no” vote would make no changes to the number of storefront 

marijuana retailer licenses in the Town. 

TEXT OF THE BYLAW: 

Section 8.37.4 Caps on the Number Select Board Licenses for Marijuana 

Retailers 

The Select Board shall not issue more Marijuana Establishment licenses 

in each of the following categories of Marijuana Establishment licenses 

than the number that is 20% of the number of liquor licenses for off-

premises alcohol consumption that have been issued by the Select 

Board pursuant to M.G.L. c. 138, §15, as rounded up to the nearest 

whole number in the event the number is a fraction: a) Marijuana 

Delivery Operators, b) Social Consumption Retailers, and c) Marijuana 

Couriers.  

The Select Board shall not issue more than four Storefront Marijuana 

Retailer licenses.  

Yes _____ No _____ 

Proponent: Susan Park, President 

Parents for Yes on 3 

Post Office Box 786 

Brookline, Massachusetts 02446 

www.yesonthree.org  

Town Meeting recently approved a limit on cannabis storefronts to the 

existing four. State law requires a YES vote on Q3 to finish the process of 

adopting this limit. Vote Yes to Keep the Cannabis Cap. Otherwise, 1-3 

more stores are likely. 

In Brookline, cannabis storefronts outnumber supermarkets and 

hardware stores. A YES vote allows different businesses to flourish while 

maintaining access to cannabis at four dispensaries. 

Recent state law changes dramatically decreased the revenue towns 

collect from cannabis. Revenue from our existing shops will remain. 

Brookline has 8 unused social equity licenses for warehouses and 

couriers. These could enable individuals from underrepresented 

communities to participate in the cannabis industry. Those 8 social 

equity licenses will remain available regardless of the Q3 outcome. 

By voting YES to confirm the bylaw, we also help parents to navigate 

the footprint of the industry in Brookline, while ensuring continued 

access to cannabis. 

 

Opponent: For Brookline PAX  

Marty Rosenthal, Co-chair, TMM pct. 9, 62 Columbia 

Street, Brookline, Massachusetts  

Neil Gordon, Co-chair, TMM pct. 1, 87 Ivy Street, 

Brookline, Massachusetts 

Donelle O’Neal, Sr., Board Member, TMM pct. 4, 68 

Village Way, Brookline, Massachusetts 

Question 3 is the latest effort of persistent, vocal, well-intentioned (but 

we believe misguided) anti-cannabis activists to limit legal cannabis sales 

in Brookline. After Brookline voted 61-39% (a state ballot question) to 

legalize cannabis, Town Meeting consistently voted against 

unreasonable restrictions. Question 3 proponents argue that Town 

Meeting voted to restrict licenses, but many Town Meeting Members 

thought only that voters should decide this. Brookline has granted four 

of its five authorized licenses, and with a new Cannabis Equity Policy will 

likely reserve the other for Social Equity applicants, partially mitigating 

adverse, racially tinged impacts on populations disproportionally 

harmed by neo-Prohibition, from 1936’s Reefer Madness through 

Nixon’s War on Drugs, and beyond. Limiting licenses won’t reduce 

cannabis consumption, including by teens for whom it is risky. It would 

foreclose a Social Equity license, and shift some purchases to non-

Brookline dispensaries, reducing much-needed Town tax revenue. 

Please Vote NO on Question 3. 
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Brookline Fire & EM 
FY 2024 Budget Review

Chief John F. Sullivan 
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FY 24 Budget highlights – Operating budget

• Salaries (adjustments)
• Permanent full time - +$6,439
• Longevity     - -$9,850 
                                    -$3,411

• Services – level funded
• Estimated shortfall - -$12,350

• Commun. Equip. R&M
• Computer Software R&M 
• Prof. Tech. services
• Other rentals/leases

• Supplies – (cut)
• Office supplies       -$1,700
• General supplies        -$2,000
• PS supplies                 -$1,300 
                                    -$5,000

• Other – Level funded 
• Utilities (-$24,700)
vExpansion request - $90,000 

for training (unfunded)
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FY 24 Budget highlights – Capital (level)

• CIP
• Fire Stations Project

• Committee of 7
• Engine 1 & Engine 4

• July/Sept 2024 delivery
• Station Alerting system (Purvis)
• Radio Infrastructure (final year)

• See R&M increase

• Capital outlay
• 2 staff vehicles     - $100,000
• PC/Laptop leases  - $1,852
• Rugged MDU’s  - $21,000
• FF Equipment  - $55,000
• PPE replacement  - $77,500

   $255,352
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Total FY 24 budget reduction - $33,555.00 
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Emergency Management – post pandemic

• Emergency Planning
• Comprehensive Emergency Management plan 
• Hazard Mitigation plan - grant
• Climate Resiliency plan – w/ Town’s Sustainability Coord.
• Emergency Evacuation plan

• Local Emergency Planning Committee (LEPC) - grant
• FEMA PA (Public Assistance) grant management 
• UASI / MBHSR

10.A.

Page: 106



FY 23 Accomplishments

                     FD
• Successful debt exclusion 

initiative 
• $65 million Fire Stations Project

• Revised policies and resources 
around PFAS
• Highly successful DEI program 

through ARPA funding

                        EM
• Administered nearly 

$1,000,000 in FEMA PA 
reimbursements 
• Successful reformation of 

Town’s LEPC
• Continued increase in 

participation –in CodeRed mass 
notification
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FY 24 Objectives

                      FD
• Implementation of station #4 & 

#1 renovations 
• Integration of new Records 

Management System (RMS)
• Initiate a Company Officer 

development training
• Sustainable DEI training
• Implement ASHER  

                      EM
• Continued development of 

Town’s Emergency 
Management Team capabilities 
• Complete planning and 

conduct comprehensive 
evacuation table-top exercise 
• Complete EOC upgrades and 

build-out (ARPA)
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+/- Personnel 

• Job reclassification – FD Administrative Assistant
• 4 Incident Command Technicians (immediate need)
• 20 firefighters – staff ladder company in S. Brookline (after 

renovations)
• SAFER grant 

• 75% / 25% first 2 years
• 25% / 75% third year
• No obligation to retain
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New initiatives

• Replacement of Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD) system
• Reorganization – Public Safety Dispatch 
• Continued development of Town’s Emergency Management 

function
• Emergency Operations Center upgrades

• Formalize Community Risk Reduction program (public education)
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Priorities 

• Continued emphasis on firefighter health and safety initiatives
• Cancer screening
• PFAS-free PPE
• Annual medical evaluations
• Fitness standards

• Increased Fire Prevention / Community Risk reduction (EM)
• Inspections / enforcement
• Risk analysis
• Planning 
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 TO:  Brookline Select Board 
 

 FROM:  CDBG Advisory Committee 
   Community Planning Staff 
  
 DATE:  April 5, 2023 
 

SUBJECT: CDBG Advisory Committee Recommendations  
 FY 2024 (FFY 23) CDBG Annual Action Plan 

 

Summary 
In keeping with the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD) Consolidated Planning 
requirements, the Town must submit its FY 2024 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Annual 
Action Plan (AAP) to HUD on or before May 15, 2023.  Prior to submitting the AAP to HUD, planning staff 
will present the CDBG Advisory Committee’s funding recommendations to the Select Board on April 11.  
The Board will hold a public hearing on May 9, to be followed by the Board’s vote to authorize the 
submission of the Town’s AAP to HUD. 
 
In February, HUD notified the Town that it would receive a $1,305,960.00 FY 2024 CDBG allocation, 
which is a slight increase in funding from FY 2023.  These funds may be used to support a wide range 
projects and programs to address community needs, such as the provision of decent housing, a suitable 
living environment and the expansion of economic opportunities -- so long as the funding principally 
benefits low- and moderate-income persons.   
 
The AAP serves as the Town’s application to HUD for CDBG funds for a given program year.  Accordingly, 
the FY 24 (FFY 23) AAP identifies the projects and programs to be funded in the upcoming fiscal year that 
meet the broad goals of the Town’s FYs 21 – 25 Consolidated Plan. The draft AAP can be seen at the 
Planning Department’s web page: 
 
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/View/40553/FY-24-AAP-Draft-for-Web-33123 
 
 
Committee Process 
The CDBG Advisory Committee held a remote public meeting via Zoom on March 13, 2023.  On that 
evening, the Committee discussed all funding applications received through a competitive Request for 
Proposals (RFP) process.  Prospective recipients were allocated time on the Committee’s agenda to give an 
overview of their program or project.  Committee members had the opportunity to ask questions of each 
applicant to inform the budget recommendations that are included in the Town’s FY 24 Draft AAP.     
 

 
Department of Planning and 

Community Development 
 

Town Hall, 3rd Floor 

333 Washington Street 

Brookline, MA 02445-6899 

(617) 730-2130  Fax (617) 730-2442 

kbrewton@brooklinema.gov 
 

Kara Brewton 

Director 
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Following presentations, the Committee used the latter part of the March 13th meeting to deliberate on 
funding recommendations.  The recommendations are summarized in this memorandum.  Like the previous 
fiscal years, requests from potential grantees were significantly greater than available funding. This year, 
applicants stated a need of over $2.3 million in funds for their activities.  After subtracting staffing and 
administration costs, $780,622 in FY 24 funding is available to be programmed to projects and programs. 
  
 
Budget Recommendation 
The Committee considered how projects and programs met overall community needs and how CDBG 
funding would be used to benefit low- and moderate-income persons.  To guide the Committee’s 
recommendations, staff used the figure of $780,622 as the available program budget – including 
$584,728 in funding for category B (Housing) and $195,894 for category C (Public Services).  At the 
conclusion of budget deliberations, the Committee recommended the following allocations for items B and 
C (see attached budget):   
 
A. Staffing Costs 
The staffing cost items included in the overall amount are:  
 
 A1. CD Grant Administration, Comprehensive Planning, Housing Division - $ 525,338.00 
 
B. Housing 
The Committee sought to balance the needs of affordable housing development and preservation with the 
significant capital needs of the Brookline Housing Authority and the Brookline Community Development 
Corporation.  The Committee recommended the following allocations:  
 

B1. Affordable Housing Program - $ 74,728.00: 
The Committee wished to support eligible costs for a number of affordable housing projects 
that could be advanced in the upcoming fiscal year.    

 
B2. Brookline Housing Authority - Resident Health and Safety Projects - $446,000.00:  

The Committee acknowledged the BHA’s significant need for funding to undertake capital 
improvements that would help to provide safe, decent and affordable housing to its residents. 
In support of the BHA’s request and in recognition of the leveraging power CDBG funds will 
provide, the Committee recommended a significant allocation to the BHA’s top priority project 
at the High Street Veterans development.       
 

B3. Brookline Community Development Corporation (formerly BIC) - $ 70,000.00: 

The Committee wished to fund capital projects at BCDC’s 154-156 Boylston Street property 

that will address essential repairs to the exterior, building and envelope (especially its siding, 

insulation, windows, doors, exterior wood elements) and for broadband.  These projects are 

all identified in BCDC’s Capital Needs Assessment.   
 

B4. Specialized Housing, Inc. – The Committee recommended no funding for this project.    
 

 
C. Public Services:  
HUD’s CDBG program requirements limit the total amount of funds obligated to public services activities to 
15 % of the annual grant.  Therefore, no more than $195,894.00 – or 15% of the grant – can be 
allocated to public services in FY 24.     
 
The Committee’s Public Service recommendations are:   
 

C1.  Brookline Housing Authority – Resident Services:  $55,000.00 
C2.  COA - TRIPPS program (formerly BETS):   $40,000.00 
C3.  Steps to Success - Work Connections for Youth:  $50,894.00 
C4.  Brookline Food Pantry:     $50,000.00 
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Public Hearing and Select Board Votes: 
Following the presentation of the CDBG Advisory Committee’s recommendation at the April 11 meeting, 
the Board is scheduled to hold a Public Hearing on May 9.  The purpose of the May 9 meeting is to accept 
public comment on the use of FY 24 (FFY 23) CDBG funding, as recommended by the CDBG Advisory 
Committee, and to hear comments on the draft AAP document that is available for review for 30 days 
prior to the public hearing.  Any and all comments received will be acknowledged and addressed as part 
of the final submission of the AAP to HUD.    
 
Following public comment at the Board’s May 9 meeting, staff will request that the Board take the 
following votes: 
 

A. Approve the submission of the FY 2024 CDBG Annual Action Plan to 
the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
  
B. Authorize the Chair to execute the Application for Federal Assistance 
(SF-424) and other certifications required for submission of the Annual 
Action Plan 

 
C. Authorize the Director of Planning and Community Development to 
execute the Environmental Review Record and other program-related 
documents required for CDBG-funded projects on behalf of the Town 

 

 

FY 2024 CDBG Advisory Committee 
 

Bernard Greene, Chair 

Harry Bohrs 

Suzanne Federspiel 

Rita McNally 

Alex Krieger 

 

 

 
FY 2024 - CDBG Advisory Committee - Remote Meeting 

 

See the March 13, 2023 CDBG Advisory Committee Meeting here:  

 

https://www.brooklinema.gov/2364/CDBG-Community-Grants 
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FY 2024 Entitlement Amount $1,305,960.00

 FY2022 Allocation FY2023    Allocation  FY2024    Request 

 CDBG Staffing + 

Advisory

Recommendations 

A. Staffing

CD Admin, Housing Division and Comprehensive Planning* 556,093.00$             533,260.00$                525,338.00$                $            525,338.00 

B. Housing

1 Affordable Housing Program 116,920.00$             25,000.00$                  250,000.00$               74,728.00$               
2 BHA - Capital Projects 312,063.00$             298,203.00$                1,406,522.00$           370,000.00$             

3 BIC (154-156 Capital Needs, Fire Safety 10,000.00$               27,650.00$                  100,000.00$               80,000.00$               

4 Caritas Communities - 1876 Beacon Street, Brookline - 30,000.00$                  -$                             

5 Specialized Housing -769 Washington Street,  Brookline, MA - -$                              300,000.00$               60,000.00$               

6 Specialized Housing - 67 Winchester Street,  Brookline, MA 30,000.00$                  -$                             

-$                              -$                             

438,983.00$             410,853.00$                2,056,522.00$           584,728.00$             

C. Community Facilities

1  DPW - APS Accessible Pedestrian Signals 150,000.00$             110,000.00$                -$                             

Subtotal: 150,000.00$             110,000.00$                -$                             -$                           

D. Economic Development 

1  Planning Department - Business Assistance -$                           20,000.00$                  -$                              

Subtotal: -$                             -$                           

E. Public Services - (15% Cap) 

1 BCCMH Programs 60,000.00$               32,100.00$                  -$                             -$                           

2 BHA Programs  Resident  Services - Resilliency 37,109.00$               41,800.00$                  60,000.00$                 48,000.00$               

3 COA - TRIPPS (Formerly BETS) 31,492.00$               32,767.00$                  45,000.00$                 35,674.00$               

4 Work Connections for Youth-Steps to Success 63,220.00$               46,000.00$                  69,220.00$                 69,220.00$               

5 Brookline Food Pantry 13,780.00$               36,000.00$                  100,000.00$               43,000.00$               

205,601.00$                274,220.00$               195,894.00$             

TOTAL FY 24 REQUESTS 2,330,742.00$           -$                           

 

2,330,742.00$           

Total CD Advisory Committee Allocation Recommendations: 780,622.00$             

Anticipated  FY 2024 CDBG Entitlement Amount  $1,305,960

* Admin, Housing and Planning (Integrated into Town Budget) 525,338.00$                

TOTAL TO BE PROGRAMMED 780,622.00$                

Available for Public Services  15% 195,894$                     

Available for Hsg/Community Facilities/ED 584,728$                      

TOTAL 780,622$                     

FY 24 CDBG ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

 

Total FY 2024 Requests wo/staffing
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To view the full proposal click on the: Proposal #

Proposal # Department/ Organization Project Name Project Summary
23-5 Society of St. Vincent de Paul - St. Mary 

of the Assumption

Rental Assistance and Grocery Gift Cards for 

Brookline Residents in Need

We provide assistance with rent, utilities, material items, and other essential expenses through a unique 

model that typically includes a home visit. We are requesting funds to meet an increased need for rental 

assistance since mid-2022 and expand our monthly grocery gift card program.

$50,000.00 $50,000.00 

23-6 Brookline Commission for the Arts BCA Cultural Program Grants for Arts 

Organizations and Artists 

The Brookline Commission for the Arts is applying for $17,700 in ARPA funding to provide a Municipal Match 

of the grant the Town and BCA receives from the Massachusetts Cultural Council (a state agency), thereby 

allowing the BCA to award twice as much funding to arts organizations and artists for the  presentation of 

cultural programs in Brookline.  In addition to the public benefits of these cultural programs and their 

positive impact on the business community of Brookline, the arts organizations and artist who will be 

involved will benefit after having disproportionately suffered, financially and otherwise, from the impact of 

the pandemic.

$17,700.00 $17,700.00 

23-7 Brookline Improvement Coalition, Inc. 

(DBA: Brookline Community 

Development Corporation)

Very Low-Income Housing Capital Repairs and 

De-Carbonization

16-unit Beacon Street apartment building for extremely low-income persons (income between $0-29,000) is 

deteriorating and is in need of significant capital repairs. At the same time as making these repairs, we 

propose to de-carbonize by installing solar panels, batteries, and heat pumps.

$756,000.00 $756,000.00 

23-13 Black N Brown Club, Inc. Affordable Child Care The Black N Brown Club will establish the first affordable childcare program in Brookline that accepts state 

subsidized vouchers. This program will be a major economic boost for low-income, BIPOC parents who lack 

access to local, affordable options for childcare, allowing them to enter or re-enter the workforce following 

the numerous challenges faced by working parents during the COVID-19 pandemic as well as provide 

employment and training via experts in the field for marginalized Brookline residents.

$4,835,000.00 $1,000,000.00 

23-14 Select Board Town of Brookline Recommended ARPA 

Proposals Summary

Increasing public sector capacity in a green way while funding outreach and service access to disadvantaged 

populations.

$4,978,040.00 $4,978,040.00 

23-15 Brookline Food Pantry Funding for the Brookline Food Pantry We are requesting additional ARPA funding to allow the Brookline Food Pantry to remain a consistent source 

of nutritious foods to those suffering from food insecurity.

$400,000.00 $300,000.00 

23-18 FriendshipWorks, Inc. FriendshipWorks and Brookline Council on 

Aging

FriendshipWorks seeks ARPA funding to strengthen and expand our work with the BrooklineCouncil on Aging 

and the Brookline Housing Authority to promote healthy aging, improve qualityof life and maximize 

independent living for low and moderate-income older residents inBrookline. We do this by connecting 

isolated and/or lonely elders with caring and trained volunteers, bringing them friendship, assistance and joy.

$50,040.00 $50,040.00 

23-21 Gateway Arts (A program of Vinfen Co.) Gateway Arts: Studio & Gallery Upgrades Gateway Arts seeks to upgrade its Gallery and seven studio spaces where adult artists with disabilities create 

work for exhibition and sale to the public, and create a new studio that will attract and retain additional 

artists for our program. The upgrades will advance our efforts to recover revenue lost from negative impacts 

on ourprogram as a result of the Covid-19 pandemic. (Gateway Arts shut down for six months in 2020. and 

has slowly rebuilt its capacity since.) The upgrades will enhance our current working environment, allow us 

to offer our service to more disabled adults in Brookline and across Greater Boston, and enhance the 

program's economic impact in the Brookline Village commercial area.

$30,000.00 $30,000.00 

23-30 Public Works DPW - Teen Center Youthscapers Leadership & 

Work Development Program

Partnership with the Teen Center for a Youthscaper Summer Program where a cohort of teens apply for a 

leadership-work program where they develop leadership skills, realize the benefits of team building, and 

work on DPW projects for 20 hours per week to not only make money, but make a difference in their 

community.

$74,500.00 $74,500.00 

23-31 School Brookline Adult & Community Education: 

Summer Transportation for Children

To provide transportation to children who receive financial aid and live in a Brookline Housing Authority 

property or in Hancock Village, so that they may access a full-day of summer programming.

$442,000.00 $55,000.00 

23-43 Brookline for Racial Justice & Equity Expanding Brookline's Capacity for Racial 

Justice & Equity

This grant will increase the capacity of Brookline for Racial Justice & Equity (BRJE) to partner with local 

government, community-based organizations, social service agencies, and our neighbors to design and 

implement racially equitable policies and practices and to assess their impact, as well as to provide 

educational programming and community-building events. This grant will also enable our organization to 

better support local government in engaging communities of color at a critical time when the 

disproportionate impacts of the pandemic are most noticeable, and to help increase the representation of 

people of color on boards, committees, and commissions.

$475,000.00 $475,000.00 

Continued on next page

Final Slate — 4-7-2023
Round Two of the American Rescue Plan Act

Recommended Proposals Original Requested 

Amount

Funding 

Recommendations

12.A.

Page: 116

https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3798
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3802
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3805
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3859
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3813
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3814
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3815
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3818
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3821
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3827
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3828
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3839


Page 2 of 3

Proposal # Department/ Organization Project Name Project Summary
23-44 Her Wings First Her Wings First We aid households to become food secure and self-sufficient through providing essential urban gardening 

tools and teaching families to grow which helps build stronger families, neighborhoods and communities. 

Urban gardening also helps with the anxiety many families felt as a result of the COVID 19 epidemic.  

Empowering people to take control of how they put food on the table.

$53,667.99 $53,667.99 

23-46 Brookline Center for Community Mental 

Health

Affordable Housing Assistance The Brookline Center for Community Mental Health (the Center) proposes to assist eligible applicants' access 

and apply for the Town of Brookline’s affordable housing lottery opportunities by providing timely direct case 

management assistance with housing applications, supporting clients in obtaining required supporting 

documentation and increasing the awareness of affordable housing units through outreach and marketing of 

the application process and opportunities available.  The Center is requesting close to $50,000 in funding 

over the next fiscal year to supplement our language line contract and support the partial salary and benefits 

of a program manager and designated half-time housing case manager who will receive additional training to 

increase skills and knowledge specifically related to affordable housing application and ownership process.

$49,972.32 $49,972.32 

23-47 Brookline Asian American Family 

Network and Public Schools of 

Brookline

Mental Health Supports for AAPI students This project would provide much needed resources to adequately support the needs of AAPI students, who 

have been especially impacted during COVID due to increased anti-Asian racism and most recently the tragic 

mass shootings in Monterey Park and Half Moon Bay CA. These supports will include: clinical support for 

STAR Academy students;Â support and training for AAPI affinity group leaders, professional development for 

clinicians, teachers, and caregivers; supporting community-based events; internships/scholarships for AAPI 

students;Â AAPI curriculum development

$103,735.00 $103,735.00 

23-51 Brookline Teen Center Brookline Teen Center 2.0 - ARPA Assistance This BTC 2.0 - ARPA Assistance Proposal, if funded, has the potential to allow BTC to fully complete our post-

Covid rebound and dramatically expand our staffing and  programmatic offerings in a strategic manner. The 

resultant people and programs will offer tangible benefits and impact for all of our teen members but will 

specifically target and assist students of color, those in difficult financial situations, and all who need gaps in 

at-home and at-school supports filled.

$716,460.00 $716,460.00 

23-56 Brookline Improvement Coalition, Inc. 

(DBA: Brookline Community 

Development Corporation)

Establish fund for pre-development costs of 

developing affordable housing

BCDC requests $600,000 revolving fund to be able to respond quickly when a prospective development 

opportunity presents itself. Expenditures will include deposits, architectural drawings, permitting, legal. 

These funds will be repaid with the permanent sources at the time that the financing closes, and will then be 

recycled back into the fund.

$600,000.00 $400,000.00 

23-59 Brookline Community Foundation Sustaining Brookline's Safety Net(work) The Brookline Community Foundation (BCF) remains the standalone nonprofit organization best positioned 

to engage with and support the broadest reach of community partners in Brookline seeking to address the 

inequities exacerbated by the COVID-19 pandemic. Through the continuation of BCF’s Safety Net Grant 

Program, BCF will vet and work with a diverse array of organizations to provide emergency assistance for 

individuals and families disproportionately impacted by the pandemic.

$2,000,000.00 $1,089,884.69 

23-60 Brookline Community Foundation Brookline Grants for Racial Equity and 

Transformation (B. Great)

BCF’s Racial Equity Grant Program provides funding to address racial equity gaps that affect the quality of life 

for BIPOC people in Brookline and is the only grant program in Brookline that aims to address the impact of 

racism on the health, well-being, and overall quality of life for communities of color and reallocate resources 

and power to those members of our community who have been historically marginalized and disadvantaged. 

Support from ARPA in sustaining if not expanding this program (to Brookline Grants for Racial Equity And 

Transformation, or B.GREAT) would ensure that the Brookline community maintains its commitment to 

supporting people of color, particularly those most negatively impacted by COVID and others who have been 

historically and/or are currently marginalized and disadvantaged.

$1,000,000.00 $500,000.00 

Total: $16,632,115.31 $10,700,000.00 

Proposals not included in the final slate shown on the next page

Original Requested 

Amount

Funding 

Recommendations

Recommended Proposals (Continued)
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Proposals Not Included in the Final Slate
Proposal # Department/ Organization Project Name Project Summary
23-3 Brookline Broadband Better Broadband for Brookline - RFP The Town of Brookline should increase the availability, affordability, accessibility, and quality of broadband 

services in Brookline, particularly for underserved residents.

$40,000.00 

23-4 Brookline Broadband Better Broadband for Brookline - 

Infrastructure

The Town of Brookline should increase the availability, affordability, accessibility, and quality of broadband 

services in Brookline, particularly for underserved residents.

$7,000,000.00 

23-12 Black N Brown Club, Inc. BNBC Job Skills - Aviation Training Program The Black N Brown Club is establishing a ‘first of its kind’ training pipeline for low-income, BIPOC residents of 

Brookline to enter the general commercial aviation and drone aviation fields. This project will increase the 

number of BIPOC, which are underrepresented, in these high-demand industries while promoting economic 

mobility for low-income residents through advanced training and skills development. 

$2,514,000.00 

23-22 Information Technology ITD Point-to-Point Optical Transport Services 

between 333 Washington Street and 1 

Summer Street

We are seeking $65K to obtain dark or lit fiber for point-to-point optical transport services between 333 

Washington Street to 1 Summer Street, Boston.

$65,000.00 

23-25 Bossman Construction Managment Affordable Housing Program Bossman Construction in partnership with Black and Brown Club will be purchasing vacant residential 

properties locally  to develop them into affordable housing units for low income, BIPOC, and vulnerable 

families. All construction renovations will be interior, thereby maintaining the existing character of the 

building in the community while increasing affordable housing and creating a path for homeownership for 

low-income, BIPOC, those otherwise disproportionately impacted by COVID-19 and other similarly vulnerable 

populations of Brookline residents.

$1,300,000.00 

23-27 Recreation Robert T. Lynch Golf Course - Off Grid Golf Cart 

Storage Structure

We would like to replace our gas carts with electric costs, increase costs in the building industry make it 

difficult for a public golf course to afford getting off fossil fuels.

$320,000.00 

23-32 Police Safety and Community Enhancement 

Improvements for the Public Safety Building

We are seeking to enhance the lobby of our public safety headquarters 1.) to address accessiblity and 

mobility issues, 2.) to accomodate victims, including the most vulnerable, who need to discuss issues in a 

private setting and 3.) to ensure officer safety from airbourne illnesses such as COVID as well as from criminal 

ats of violence towards police.

$15,000.00 

23-34 Mothers Out Front Addressing Health Equity for Renters by 

Reducing Exposures to and Risks from Gas 

Stove Emissions

Gas stoves are responsible for about 15 percent of childhood asthma cases in the Commonwealth, a risk 

equal to living with someone who smokes indoors (see reference #1 in attached “Additional Information”). 

This pilot aims to provide a pathway for self-identified renters or residents of low income to reduce these 

health risks by obtaining a free portable induction cooking kit.

$10,700.00 **Applicant withdrawn** 

23-39 Building Town Hall COVID-Resiliant Renovation Switch from Fossil Fuel to Electric Power $2,100,000.00 

23-42 Brookline Improvement Coalition, Inc. 

(DBA: Brookline Community 

Development Corporation)

Improving Brookline's Safety Net Brookline has many people in need, yet the current safety net often excludes people. This proposal seeks to 

find the gaps and propose solutions.  In the interim, it will also offer support to those in need by promoting a 

needs clearinghouse.

$320,002.00 

23-49 Recreation Fleet Deferred Replacement COVID effectively halted regular fleet upgrades for many agencies. Now their vehicles are far beyond their 

regular life cycles. I am requesting to replace an outdated Sedan.

$60,000.00 

23-50 Nigerian Professional Group, Inc. Google Coursera Certification Program NPG in partnership with BACE and BNBC will provide a Training Consultant Service of elite, highly educated, 

professionals to assist those enrolled in the Google Training Scholarship Program (Coursera: 

https://www.coursera.org/google-career-certificates) to ensure they have all of the technical and tutoring 

support needed to successfully complete the course and have the opportunity to gain employment in the 

field. These Training Consultant Services will be available to all 500 scholarship recipients given from Google, 

most likely in small cohorts through the 1 year period to complete the courses to ensure maximum efficiency 

and effectiveness which will increase the number of BIPOC, which are underrepresented, in these high-

demand industries while promoting economic mobility for low-income residents through advanced training 

and skills development.

$300,000.00 

Sub-Total: $14,044,702.00 

Original Requested 

Amount
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CONCURRENCE
Original Requested Amount

https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3802 23-5 Society of st. Vincent de Paul - St. Mary of the Assumption$50,000.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3805 23-6 Brookline Commission for the Arts $17,700.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3859 23-7 Brookline community Developnment corporauon$756,000.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3813 23-13 Black N Brown CuD, Inc. $4,835,000.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3814 23-14 Select Board $4,978,040.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3815 23-15 Brookline Food Pantry $400,000.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3818 22-18 FriendshipWorks, Inc. $50,040.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3821 23-21 Gateway Arts (A program of Vinfen Co $30,000.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3827 23-30 Public works $74,500.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3828 23-31 School $442,000.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3832 23-44 Her Wings First $53,667.99
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3842 23-46 Brookline Center for Community Mental Health $49,972.32
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3843 23-47 Brookline Asian American Family Network/ Public Schools Brookline$103,735.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3847 23-51 Brookline Teen Center $716,460.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3858 23-56 Brookline Community Development Corporation $600,000.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3855 23-59 Brookline Community FoundationSafety Net Program$2,000,000.00
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3856 25-60 Brookline Community FoundationRacial Justice and Equity Fund$1,000,000.00

TOTAL $16,157,115.31
NON-CONCURRENCE

https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3839 23-43 Brookline tor Racial Justice & Equity $475,000.00

RE-ALLOCATION OF $475,000

https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3839 23-43 Brookline tor Racial Justice & Equity
https://www.brooklinema.gov/DocumentCenter/Index/3839 25-60 Brookline Community FoundationRacial Justice and Equity Fund

TOTAL
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FundingRecommendatiorn
$50,000.00
$17,700.00
$756,000.00
$1,000,000.00
$4,978,040.00
$300,000.00
$50,040.00
$30,000.00
$74,500.00
$55,000.00
$53,667.99
$49,972.32
$103,735.00
$716,460.00
$400,000.00
$1,089,884.69
$500,000.00
$10,225,000.00

$475,000.00

-$475,000

$50,000
$425,000

$10,700,000.00
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April 12, 2023

«FirstName» «MiddleName» «LastName» «Suffix»

«Address» «UnitNumber»

«City», «State» «PostalCode»

Dear Resident,
The Town of Brookline prepared this mailing, pursuant to GL c. 53, § 18B, to provide residents information about local ballot

questions at the Annual Town Election on May 2, 2023.

As provided by law, proponents and opponents of each question prepared and wrote 150-word arguments and these arguments

reflect their opinions, and not the opinions of the Town of Brookline. The Town of Brookline does not endorse these arguments, nor

does the Town certify the truth or accuracy of any statement made in these arguments.

Listed with each question is the identity of the advocates, and any relevant organizations, who wrote each argument. Any written

comments by others, and earlier drafts about each argument, are on file in the Office of the Town Clerk and will be available to the

voters at all polling places.

For information about Early Voting, Voting by Mail, Registering to Vote, and other election-related information, please visit:

brooklinema.gov/townclerk

Questions 1 through 3 are separate questions. You may vote for or against each question independently. Each question requires a

majority of those voting on that question to pass.

Question 1

Shall the Town of Brookline be allowed to exempt from the provisions of proposition two and one-half, so-called, the amounts

required to pay for the bonds issued in order to pay costs of constructing a new PreK-8 School which includes renovations/addition to

the existing historic Pierce School and other site improvements including reconstruction and repair of the Town Hall and Pierce

School garages which are beneath the new school and the Town Park across School Street, including the payment of all costs related

to designing the new school project, equipping and furnishing the school, site improvements, and all other costs incidental and

related thereto?

TOWN COUNSEL SUMMARY:

State law, commonly known as “Proposition 2 ½,” limits the total amount of money that a Town can raise through property taxes by,

among other things, setting a so-called levy limit. By passing an “override” or an “exclusion,” Proposition 2 ½ allows the voters of a

Town to assess property taxes more than the levy limit’s usual allowable annual increase. Typically, the levy limit may only increase at

an annual rate of 2.5 percent.

Proposition 2 ½ allows a Town to raise funds for the payment of certain capital projects and for the payment of associated debt

service costs. This process is called a “debt exclusion”, which is a temporary tax levy increase until the Town pays off the bonds.

Question 1 is a debt exclusion question.

If passed, this ballot question would fund the renovation of the John Pierce School in the Brookline Village neighborhood.

The proposed renovation includes:

i. a full demolition of the Pierce School Building facing School Street, which was added in 1973, and construction of a new

building in its place;

ii. renovations and additions to the historic Pierce School Building facing Pierce Street, which dates to 1855;
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iii. reconstruction and repair of the park across School Street; and

iv. other site improvements including the reconstruction and repair of the Town Hall and Pierce School garages underneath

the 1973 Pierce School Building.

When complete, the new Pierce School will have the capacity to educate approximately 725 K-8 students in a four-section, fully

Americans with Disability Act-compliant building. The new Pierce School will also contain three classrooms for preschoolers in the

Brookline Early Education Program, known as BEEP.

A “yes” vote on this question would allow a temporary property tax increase to pay for the bonds necessary for the Pierce School

Building capital project.

A “no” vote would make no changes to the amount of property taxes the Town may raise other than what is allowed by Proposition 2

½, so-called.

Yes _____ No _____

Q. 1 Proponent:
Jeff Rudolph, Campaign Manager 
YES For Brookline
29 Greenough Street ,  
Brookline, Massachuse tts
Lisa Sears, Treasurer ;  
State Representative Tommy Vitolo, Campaign Co-Chair ;
 School Committee Member Andy Liu, Campaign Co-Chair ;
 Select Board Member Mike Sandman, Campaign Co-Chair 

Brookline desperately needs a new Pierce School. Please vote

YES to build it.

The Pierce School in Brookline Village houses 700+ K-8

students in a building designed for ~550. Twelve classes (~250

kids) and the library must function daily in one multi-story

open space–a difficult learning environment for easily

distracted students. Kids with hearing or other physical

limitations cannot fully participate–they must be reassigned

to other schools. Voting YES approves a 21st Century,

fossil-fuel-free, safe, accessible, and appropriately-sized

school.

With Massachusetts contributing up to $38 million, the school

will cost Brookline ~$172 million–similar in cost to recent,

comparable projects elsewhere. There is no realistic, less

expensive alternative. Voting no will forfeit state funding and

incur additional cost inflation. A renovation to code would

cost nearly as much money and leave many problems

unsolved.

See for yourself–take a tour. Sign-ups, and much more

information, available at: https://yesforbrookline.com/

SEE QR CODES ON P. 3.

Q. 1 Opponent:
Spend Smart Brookline

Post Office Box 470664

Brookline, Massachusetts 02447

● Pierce needs improvements, but $212M for one

school is outlandish - Most expensive

elementary school in MA history.

● Plan is too large, too elaborate – result of flawed

process, no budget. We need accountability.

● Lost state matching funds because too many

“extras.”

● Enrollment has dropped – $122 million Driscoll

will open one-third empty.

● Options to renovate or modestly rebuild –

saving tens of millions – were cast aside. That’s

poor planning.

● Property taxes and fees rose 36% in the past

five years.

● Immediate 5% tax increase – Pierce contributes

to additional 23% in next five years.

● Increase lasts 25 years, $314 million with

interest.

● Town is over half billion dollars in debt.

● Revision can cost less – No other town is

building as expensively and putting as high a tax

burden on residents for one elementary /

middle school.

● Demolition of massive concrete structure has

major climate impacts – Greenest approach is

re-use, not new construction.

● https://www.SpendSmartBrookline.org/no1

SEE QR CODES ON P. 3

-2-
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Questions 2A and 2B are separate questions. You may vote for or against each question independently. Each question

requires a majority of those voting on that question to pass. If both Questions 2A and 2B pass, the question with the highest dollar

amount will prevail over the other.

Question 2A.

Shall the Town of Brookline be allowed to assess an additional $11,983,367 in real estate and personal property taxes for the

purposes of funding the costs of Brookline Public Schools ($6,988,367) and funding the costs of additional expenditures in municipal

departments ($4,995,000) for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2023?

TOWN COUNSEL SUMMARY:

State law, commonly known as “Proposition 2 ½,” limits the total amount of money that a Town can raise through property taxes by,

among other things, setting a so-called levy limit. By passing an “override” or an “exclusion,” Proposition 2 ½ allows the voters of a

Town to assess property taxes more than the levy limit’s usual allowable annual increase. Typically, the levy limit may only increase at

an annual rate of 2.5 percent.

By passing an “override,” Proposition 2 ½ allows a Town to assess more taxes than the allowable increases for governmental

expenses likely to recur or continue, although the additional funds may be used for any public purpose. An override increases the

amount of property tax revenue a Town may raise in the year specified and also into future years. Question 2A is an override

question.

If passed, this question would increase property taxes by $11,983,367 gradually over the next three years. The override would fund

municipal and school operations and close certain budget deficits facing Brookline. Current service levels would be maintained.

The municipal, or “Town”, portion of the override totals $4,995,000. This part will close the deficit and pay for additional streetscape

and roadway maintenance, vehicle replacement, facilities maintenance, employee recruitment and retention, rodent control,

Planning Department studies, forestry management, and other Town initiatives. The school portion of the override totals $6,988,367.

This part will close that department’s deficit and achieve the staffing levels, class sizes, caseloads, and programming the Public

Schools of Brookline has requested.

Question 2A, and the following Question 2B, both request authorization to assess additional property taxes. Question 2A does not

include all the requested increases in property taxes that Question 2B does.

Any question with a majority of votes passes. Questions 2A and 2B may also both fail to reach a majority of votes. But, if both

questions pass, only the higher amount in question 2B will be the new higher levy limit.

A “yes” vote on this question allows a permanent $11,983,367 Townwide property tax increase for the purposes of funding the costs

of Brookline Public Schools ($6,988,367) and funding the costs of additional expenditures in municipal departments ($4,995,000).

A “no” vote would make no changes to the amount of property taxes the Town may raise other than what is allowed by Proposition 2

½, so-called.

Yes _____ No _____

DIRECTORY OF QR CODES PROVIDED BY CONTRIBUTORS TO THIS PAMPHLET

YES For Brookline SPEND SMART TAX CALCULATOR YES ON 3

(from Town Assessor)

-3-
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Q. 2A Proponent:
Jeff Rudolph, Campaign Manager 
YES For Brookline
29 Greenough Street ,  
Brookline, Massachuse tts
Lisa Sears, Treasurer ;  
State Representative Tommy Vitolo, Campaign Co-Chair ;
 School Committee Member Andy Liu, Campaign Co-Chair ;
 Select Board Member Mike Sandman, Campaign Co-Chair 

Massachusetts municipalities cannot raise real estate taxes

more than 2-1/2% per year without a town-wide vote.

Brookline’s expenses have risen by 4% a year or more. Every

year it is more difficult to maintain roads, schools, and public

 safety services. Brookline is asking voters to raise
taxes by $11.98 million in three steps:

The case for the override is simple: To maintain
Town and School services and catch up on road
and building repairs, we need more revenue.
Please vote for Question 2A even if you vote for Question 2B.

See where the money will go here:

https://www.brooklinema.gov/3590/FY2024-26-Override-Cen

tral .

See the impact on the property you live in here:

https://apps.brooklinema.gov/assessors/odesearch.asp

SEE QR CODES ON P. 3.

https://yesforbrookline.com/

Q. 2A Opponent:
A.K. Nandakumar and Roger Blood

Property taxes have increased 36% in just five years. They will

jump another 23% in the next five years if Questions 1 and 2

pass (inclusive of other known debt). Brookline’s outstanding

debt is nearly $1/2 billion. That’s 60% more than what it was

only five years ago.

The proposed $12 million operating override -- by far the

largest in Brookline’s history – raises annual taxes over 4%,

compounded annually. Government by override is necessary

only when there is no political will to close our growing

operating deficit.

Voting No on Question 2A will tell our Town and School

officials that fixing Brookline’s structural budget deficit --

including controlling costs—should be their highest priority.

Residents deserve accountable leadership.

Brookline cannot be affordable when large overrides are

scheduled every few years. To avoid facing yet another

override 3-4 years down the road, we must say No to

Question 2 now.

SEE TAX CALCULATOR ON P. 3.

Question 2B.

Shall the Town of Brookline be allowed to assess an additional $13,833,367 in real estate and personal property for the purposes of

funding the costs of Brookline Public Schools ($6,988,367), funding the costs of additional expenditures in municipal departments

($4,995,000), and funding the costs of a municipal composting collection service ($1,850,000) for the fiscal year beginning July 1,

2023?

TOWN COUNSEL SUMMARY:

State law, commonly known as “Proposition 2 ½,” limits the total amount of money that a Town can raise through property taxes by,

among other things, setting a so-called levy limit. By passing an “override” or an “exclusion,” Proposition 2 ½ allows the voters of a

Town to assess property taxes more than the levy limit’s usual allowable annual increase. Typically, the levy limit may only increase at

an annual rate of 2.5 percent.

-4-
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By passing an “override,” Proposition 2 ½ allows a Town to assess more taxes than the allowable increases for governmental

expenses likely to recur or continue, although the additional funds may be used for any public purpose. An override increases the

amount of property tax revenue a Town may raise in the year specified and also into future years. Question 2B is an override

question.

If passed, this question would increase property taxes by $13,833,367 gradually over the next three years. The override would fund

municipal and school operations and close certain budget deficits facing Brookline. Current service levels would be maintained, and

the $13,833,367 override would provide $1,850,000 in funding for a municipal composting collection service.

The municipal, or “Town”, portion of the override totals $4,995,000. This part will close the deficit and pay for additional streetscape

and roadway maintenance, vehicle replacement, facilities maintenance, employee recruitment and retention, rodent control,

Planning Department studies, forestry management, and other Town initiatives. The school portion of the override totals $6,988,367.

This part will close that department’s deficit and achieve the staffing levels, class sizes, caseloads, and programming the Public

Schools of Brookline has requested. Finally, this question also includes $1,850,000 in funding for a municipal composting collection

service.

Question 2B, and the previous Question 2A, both request authorization to assess additional property taxes. Question 2B includes the

increases in property taxes from Question 2A and more—funding for municipal composting.

Any question with a majority of votes passes. Questions 2A and 2B may also both fail to reach a majority of votes. But, if both

questions pass, only the higher amount in question 2B will be the new higher levy limit.

A “yes” vote on this question allows a permanent $13,833,367 Townwide property tax increase for the purposes of funding the costs

of Brookline Public Schools ($6,988,367), funding the costs of additional expenditures in municipal departments ($4,995,000), and

funding the costs of a municipal composting collection service ($1,850,000).

A “no” vote would make no changes to the amount of property taxes the Town may raise other than what is allowed by Proposition 2

½, so-called.

Yes ___ No___

Q. 2B Proponent:
Jeff Rudolph, Campaign Manager 
YES For Brookline
 Lisa Sears, Treasurer ;  State Representative Tommy Vitolo,
Campaign Co-Chair ;  School Committee Member Andy Liu,
Campaign Co-Chair ;  Select Board Member Mike Sandman,
Campaign Co-Chair , Yes for Brookline ,  29 Greenough Street ,
 Brookline, Massachusetts 02445,Brookline, Massachusetts 02445

 Voting “Yes” for Question 2B accepts the $11.98 million requested in

Question 2A, and adds funding for a new service, town-wide

composting. Composting will reduce trash costs, reduce the rodent

population, and help the environment. The additional cost for

composting will add $1.85 million, or 0.65% to our taxes.

According to the 2020 US census there are almost 27,000

households in Brookline. Based on the projection of the number that

will participate, $1.85 million will cover the Town’s costs.

When you vote for Question 2B, please also vote for Question 2A.

That helps ensure that funds requested in 2A win approval.

Census data here; scroll down to see the number of households:

https://censusreporter.org/profiles/16000US2509210-brookline-ma/

See where the money will go:

https://www.brooklinema.gov/3590/FY2024-26-Override-Central

See the tax impact where you live:

https://apps.brooklinema.gov/assessors/odesearch.asp

QR Codes on p.3. More info here:

https://yesforbrookline.com/

Q. 2B Opponent:
Paul Hsieh, TMM pct. 4
115 Walnut Street
Brookline, MA 02445 Opponent:

Full disclosure: I am a strong supporter of town wide

composting in Brookline.

I oppose Question 2B because this plan is not ready for prime

time and is unlikely to achieve town wide composting.

Currently, 2000 Brookline households are paying $120/year to

compost with Black Earth. The green bin costs $29.50.

Question 2B asks for $1.85 million/year to offer composting

with an extra undisclosed opt-in fee. In other communities,

tax-funded opt-in composting without extra fees results in

about 30% participation. 30% of 13,000 households with

municipal service is 4000. Composting for 4000 households

privately would cost $480,000/year. Unless all 13,000

households opt in, 2B will create a tax surplus that will end up

in the general fund.

No on 2B is not no on town wide composting. It is no to an

unspecified tax surplus. If you want townwide composting, as

I do, advocate for a more thoroughly town-vetted process.

-5-
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Question 3.

Shall the Town of Brookline adopt the following changes to the Town’s General Bylaws that would limit the number of Storefront

Marijuana Retailer licenses to no more than four, consistent with Warrant Article 15 of the November 2022 Special Town Meeting?

TOWN COUNSEL SUMMARY:

If passed, this local ballot question would limit the number of storefront marijuana retailer licenses in the Town to four or less. The

November 2022 Special Town Meeting passed this proposed bylaw as Warrant Article 15. State law requires that the Town of

Brookline voters decide whether to adopt this bylaw change. G.L., c. 94G, § 3(e).

The license cap will stay unchanged for all other license types. These other license types include marijuana delivery operators, social

consumption retailers, and marijuana couriers. The present license cap for each license type equals 20% of the number of liquor

licenses for off-premises alcohol consumption that the Select Board has issued. Today, the cap is five.

A “yes” vote on this question would limit the number of storefront marijuana retailer licenses in the Town to four or less.

A “no” vote would make no changes to the number of storefront marijuana retailer licenses in the Town.

TEXT OF THE BYLAW:

Section 8.37.4 Caps on the Number Select Board Licenses for Marijuana Retailers

The Select Board shall not issue more Marijuana Establishment licenses in each of the following categories of Marijuana

Establishment licenses than the number that is 20% of the number of liquor licenses for off-premises alcohol consumption that have

been issued by the Select Board pursuant to M.G.L. c. 138, §15, as rounded up to the nearest whole number in the event the number

is a fraction: a) Marijuana Delivery Operators, b) Social Consumption Retailers, and c) Marijuana Couriers.

The Select Board shall not issue more than four Storefront Marijuana Retailer licenses.

Yes _____ No _____

Q.3  Proponent:
Susan Park, President

Parents for Yes on 3

Post Office Box 786

Brookline, Massachusetts 02446

www.yesonthree.org

Town Meeting recently approved a limit on cannabis

storefronts to the existing four. State law requires a YES vote

on Q3 to finish the process of adopting this limit. Vote Yes to

Keep the Cannabis Cap. Otherwise, 1-3 more stores are likely.

In Brookline, cannabis storefronts outnumber supermarkets

and hardware stores. A YES vote allows different businesses

to flourish while maintaining access to cannabis at four

dispensaries.

Recent state law changes dramatically decreased the revenue

towns collect from cannabis. Revenue from our existing shops

will remain.

Brookline has 8 unused social equity licenses for warehouses

and couriers. These could enable individuals from

underrepresented communities to participate in the cannabis

industry. Those 8 social equity licenses will remain available

regardless of the Q3 outcome.

By voting YES to confirm the bylaw, we also help parents to

navigate the footprint of the industry in Brookline, while

ensuring continued access to cannabis.

SEE Q.3 QR CODE ON P.3.

Q.3 Opponent:
For Brookline PAX
Marty Rosenthal, Co-chair, TMM pct. 9,
62 Columbia Street, Brookline, Massachusetts
Neil Gordon, Co-chair, TMM pct. 1,
87 Ivy Street, Brookline, Massachusetts
Donelle O’Neal, Sr., Board Member, TMM pct. 4,
68 Village Way, Brookline, Massachusetts

Question 3 is the latest effort of persistent, vocal,

well-intentioned (but we believe misguided) anti-cannabis

activists to limit legal cannabis sales in Brookline. After

Brookline voted 61-39% (a state ballot question) to legalize

cannabis, Town Meeting consistently voted against

unreasonable restrictions. Question 3 proponents argue that

Town Meeting voted to restrict licenses, but many Town

Meeting Members thought only that voters should decide

this. Brookline has granted four of its five authorized licenses,

and with a new Cannabis Equity Policy will likely reserve the

other for Social Equity applicants, partially mitigating adverse,

racially tinged impacts on populations disproportionately

harmed by neo-Prohibition, from 1936’s Reefer Madness

through Nixon’sWar on Drugs, and beyond. Limiting licenses

won’t reduce cannabis consumption, including by teens for

whom it is risky. It would foreclose a Social Equity license, and

shift some purchases to non-Brookline dispensaries, reducing

much-needed Town tax revenue. Please Vote NO on Q. 3.

-6-
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__________
ARTICLE 19

______________
x ARTICLE
Submitted by:  Adeniyi Ijanusi

To see if the Town will create a Brookline Black N Brown Commission:

ESTABLISHMENT

To Create a Brookline Black N Brown Commission.

FUNCTION AND PURPOSE

The function of the Commission shall be to:

(a) Act as a centralizing force in the Town of Brookline and the community which will 
deal with all Black and Brown issues providing information, referral, guidance, and 
coordination to educate and to offer and provide technical assistance to other public 
agencies and private persons, organizations and institutions engaged in activities and 
programs intended to eliminate systemic, racism prejudice and discrimination against a 
person because of the color of their skin and racial status as Black and Brown.

(b) Take such action as the Commission considers appropriate to advance the aims of 
the State Equal Rights Amendment to ensure the equal status of Black and Brown persons 
of every race, creed, color, national origin, age, gender identity or gender expression, and 
sexual orientation.

(c) The term "Black and Brown" in this Warrant Article shall include:
I. Black will refer to persons that are African, or African American, with 
emphasis on those descended from slavery.
II. Brown refers primarily to Latinx and Indigenous persons that suffer from 
the institutional harms of being racially marginalized, as well as other minorities 
that are similarly marginalized due to the color of their skin. This does not 
encompass all racial minorities, as not all racial minorities are marginalized in the 
same ways. This commission is to address the specific marginalization of these 
populations most disenfranchised in Brookline.

POWERS AND DUTIES

The powers and duties of the Commission shall include the following:

(a) To ensure equity in the status of Black and Brown people in Brookline.
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(b) To design and implement programs that promote equity for all Black and Brown 
people in the Town of Brookline.

(c) To develop recommendations and recommend policy to all departments, divisions 
and agencies of the Town, including the Select Board.

(d) To act as liaison with all departments and divisions of Town government on issues 
affecting Black and Brown people

(e) To initiate and coordinate and monitor the enactment of legislation which promotes 
equal status of Black and Brown people on the Municipal, State, and Federal levels, and to 
assure that appropriate regulations are adopted and enforced pursuant to such legislation.

(I) To work with and assist the appropriate Town agencies in their investigation of incidents 
of discrimination against Black and Brown people.

(g) To obtain from Town departments, divisions, and agencies, information necessary 
to carry out the functions, purposes, programs, and activities of the Commission.

(h) To initiate public exhibits and media events in Town Hall, Town libraries, and other 
town-owned property as well as in other locations within and without the Town.

(i) To raise funds for the use of the Commission and to accept money, gifts and 
services for its exclusive use.

G) To recruit and recommend prospective Commissioners for subsequent appointment by 
the Select Board.

(k) To appoint task forces to assist the Commission in its operations.

(I) Such other powers and duties as may be agreed on by the Select Board and the 
Commission.

MEMBERSHIP, APPOINTMENT, TERM

(a) The Commission shall consist of thirteen members, 12 of whom shall be appointed 
via residents voting in the neighborhoods they reside in.1 will be appointed by the Town 
via the Select Board, to serve for a term of three years.

(b) The initial appointments shall be made by a voting process overseen by local 
community leaders. If any positions cannot be filled, or when a vacancy occurs, an 
appointment shall be made by the Commission to serve for the remainder of the term. A 
person is not precluded from serving more than one term. Commissioners must be residents 
of the Town of Brookline.
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ELECTION OF CHAIR & BY-LAWS

The members of the Commission shall elect a Chair, vice chair, treasurer and secretary, 
from among its members, and shall adopt by-laws for the Commission.

ANNUAL REPORT

The Commission shall make an Annual Report of its program and activities to the Select 
Board.

 or act on anything relative thereto.

_________________

PETITIONER’S ARTICLE DESCRIPTION

No explanation submitted.
_________________
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_________________________________
SELECT BOARD’S RECOMMENDATION

--------------
____________________________________________
ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S RECOMMENDATION

XXX
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__________
ARTICLE 11

___________________
ELEVENTH ARTICLE
Submitted by:  Committee on Town Organization and Structure

To see if the Town will amend the first paragraph of Section 2.5.2, the first paragraph of 
Article 3.22, and Section 2.1.3 of the General By-Laws as follows (insertions in bold 
underline, deletions in strikethrough):

SECTION 2.5.2 COMBINED REPORTS

The explanation and relevant data submitted by the petitioners for a petition article shall 
be included, together with the article, in the combined reports. The Select Board and the 
Advisory Committee (or in the alternative to the full Advisory Committee a 
subcommittee of the Advisory Committee) each shall hold at least one duly noticed 
public hearing on all articles prior to a final vote of the Select Board or the Advisory 
Committee, as the case may be, on any article in the Warrant. The Select Board and the 
Advisory Committee shall prepare written reports, stating their its recommendations, if 
any, and the reasons for each such recommendation or a decision not to make a 
recommendation therefor, for all articles in the Warrant for a Town Meeting. The Select 
Board shall give priority to making recommendations on articles that (1) have been 
submitted by a Town department, board, committee, or commission; (2) request 
action by the Massachusetts state legislature; (3) propose to amend any Town by-
law; (4) authorize or require the Town to enter binding agreements; or (5) involve 
any appropriation of funds. The Advisory Committee, in accordance with Section 
2.2.6 (General Duties), shall prepare written reports or recommendations on any or 
all articles. The reports of the Select Board and Advisory Committee shall be included 
in the combined reports to be emailed or mailed upon request as follows: 

ARTICLE 3.22
THE PUBLIC’S RIGHT TO BE HEARD ON WARRANT ARTICLES

Any committee as defined in section 1.1.4, before taking its first or only vote a vote on a 
report or making a recommendation to Town Meeting with respect to an Article on 
the Warrant, must hold a duly noticed public hearing with respect to the Article, and the 
committee’s permanent record must record that a duly noticed public hearing with respect 
to such Article occurred before such vote. 

Due notice of the public hearing shall be satisfied if the due notice complies with the 
Open Meeting Law (G.L. C. 30A, secs. 18 et seq.) and By-law 3.21.3(a). 

The vote may take place at any time or date after the completion of the duly noticed 
public hearing. 
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This Article shall not apply to the plenum of the Advisory Committee or School 
Committee, provided a subcommittee of those bodies assigned to review and report to the 
full Committee on a warrant article complies with the by-law by holding a duly noticed 
public hearing before any vote on said warrant article.

SECTION 2.1.3 FILING OF ARTICLES 

All Articles for insertion in the Warrant for any Annual or Special Town Meeting shall be 
filed in the office of the Select Board prior to 12:00 noon on the 75th 90th day preceding 
the scheduled date of the opening session of said meeting. On the 75th 90th day 
preceding the scheduled date of the opening session of said meeting, the Warrant shall be 
closed, and as soon as practicable thereafter signed, including only those Articles filed by 
the 75th 90th day preceding said scheduled date.

Or act on anything relative thereto.

_________________

PETITIONER’S ARTICLE DESCRIPTION

This petitioner’s description serves as the explanation of the warrant article submitted by 
the Committee on Town Organization and Structure (CTO&S), as well as the CTO&S 
report on the subject matter of Article 5 of the November 2022 Town Meeting, which that 
Town Meeting voted to refer to CTO&S.

SUMMARY

The average number of articles on the warrant for Town Meeting has increased by 50% 
since 2018. This warrant article recognizes the impact of this increase and offers proposals 
for considering and reporting on the increased number of articles. Unlike Article 5 of the 
November 2022 Town Meeting, this warrant article includes a clear requirement for the 
holding of public hearings on warrant articles and offers guidance as to which articles the 
Select Board should make recommendations on. It would amend the General Bylaws to 
require that the Select Board and Advisory Committee hold public hearings on all warrant 
articles and to clarify the existing bylaw requirement for holding such hearings. The 
warrant article would amend Section 2.5.2 of the General Bylaws to recognize that the 
Select Board may choose not to offer a recommendation on every warrant article, but the 
Select Board would be required to explain why it has declined to make a recommendation. 
Section 2.5.2 also would be amended to specify that the Select Board should give priority 
to five important categories of warrant articles: those that (1) have been submitted by a 
Town department, board, committee, or commission; (2) request action by the 
Massachusetts state legislature; (3) propose to amend any Town by-law; (4) authorize or 
require the Town to enter binding agreements; or (5) involve any appropriation of funds. 
The warrant article also would extend the period from the closing of the warrant until the 
first session of Town Meeting from 75 days to 90 days by amending 2.1.3. This would 
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allow the Select Board and Advisory Committee to have more time to consider the 
increased number of articles on the warrant for each Town Meeting. Finally, the proposed 
article would amend 3.22 to better clarify that any committee, as defined in section 1.1.4, 
would be required to hold a public hearing only for those articles on which it votes on a 
report or makes a recommendation to Town Meeting. Beyond this warrant article, 
additional steps are necessary to limit the number of warrant articles or to make more time 
available for the Select Board and Advisory Committee to consider them.

BACKGROUND

The Increasing Number of Warrant Articles for Each Town Meeting

In recent years, the number of warrant articles for Town Meetings has increased 
significantly. Since May 2018, each Town Meeting has had an average of 37.8 articles on 
the warrant, a 50% increase compared to the average of 25.2 articles for Town Meetings 
between May 2001 and November 2017. Before May 2018, most Town Meetings 
considered 20–30 warrant articles. Since May 2018, the range has been 30–40 articles, and 
four Town Meetings have had over 40.

For any given Town Meeting, the number of articles on the warrant may not give an 
accurate indication of the amount of time that Town Meeting, the Select Board, Advisory 
Committee, and other boards, committees, and commissions must devote to considering 
those articles. Some articles are simple or uncontroversial. Sometimes groups of related 
articles can be considered simultaneously. Sometimes petitioners decide not to move their 
articles, although such decisions may not come until those articles have been debated by 
the Select Board and Advisory Committee. Nevertheless, over the past five years, the 
sustained increase in the number of warrant articles has required Town Meeting, the Select 
Board, the Advisory Committee, and other committees to spend more time reviewing and 
voting on warrant articles.

The Select Board’s Decision (“Experiment”) Not To Take A Position on Some Articles

Faced with a growing number of warrant articles that required more and more attention 
from its members and Town staff, the Select Board decided to save time by taking a 
position on some, but not all, of the articles on the warrant for the May 2022 Annual Town 
Meeting. Articles on which the Select Board did not take a position (i.e., make a 
recommendation) included those that were beyond the Select Board’s jurisdiction (e.g., 
national and international issues such as the U.S. embargo against Cuba) and issues on 
which the Select Board already had taken a position (e.g. leaf blowers). The Select Board 
elected to take a position on articles for which a Town department was the petitioner, as 
well as those that were controversial and involved Town assets. By applying these criteria, 
for the May 2022 Town Meeting the Select Board took a position on approximately two-
thirds of the articles on the warrant. The Select Board deemed this experiment a success 
and decided to follow a similar procedure for the November 2022 Town Meeting. The 
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Select Board reported that for the November 2022 Town Meeting it used the following 
criteria for choosing the articles on which to offer recommendations: 

(1) Is the petitioner part of the Town, such as the Select Board or a Town Department?  
(2) Are there substantial budget implications for the Town?
(3) Is the article likely to be controversial?

As it applied these criteria, the Select Board took a position on approximately half the 
articles on the November 2022 warrant.

Article 5 of the November 2022 Town Meeting

The Select Board placed Article 5 on the warrant for the November 2022 Town Meeting 
to formalize the process that the Board had followed at the May and November 2022 Town 
Meetings. Article 5 would have amended Section 2.5.2 of the General Bylaws to remove 
the requirement that the Select Board and Advisory Committee prepare written reports with 
recommendations for “all articles in the Warrant for a Town Meeting.” By deleting “all” 
Article 5 would have enabled the Select Board and Advisory Committee to choose the 
articles on which they would offer reports and recommendations to Town Meeting. The 
Select Board’s members argued that this change would allow “them to focus on warrant 
articles that directly affected their work instead of holding hearings on articles that were 
not germane to their interests and authority.”

Referral of Article 5 at the November 2022 Town Meeting

CTO&S moved to refer the subject matter of Article 5 to CTO&S because the Committee 
had three concerns.

First, Article 5 could have deprived Town Meeting of the Select Board’s valuable advice 
on important warrant articles. The Select Board has a unique and important role in 
reviewing Town Meeting articles. As the executive branch of Town government, the Select 
Board is responsible for overseeing the operations of Town departments, approving upper-
level hiring, and appointing members of boards, committees, and commissions. The Select 
Board has the experience, knowledge, staff support, and access to information that enable 
it to offer important insights into the likely effects of warrant articles. It has the ability to 
alert Town Meeting to potential problems in implementing, administering, enforcing, or 
funding warrant articles that change the Town’s bylaws or require the appropriation of 
funds. In many cases, the Select Board can play an indispensable role in vetting warrant 
articles carefully and thoroughly.

Second, if approved, Article 5 might reduce the number and quality of public hearings on 
warrant articles. The two Brookline bylaws that require public hearings on warrant articles 
(Section 2.5.2 and Article 3.22), both mandate public hearings by the Select Board and the 
Advisory Committee (or a subcommittee of The Advisory Committee) when a vote is 
taken. If Article 5, as proposed, had removed the requirement that the Select Board and 
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Advisory Committee prepare written reports with recommendations for “all articles in the 
Warrant for a Town Meeting” (emphasis added), it is possible that neither body would hold 
a “final vote” or “first or only vote” on some warrant articles. Such a change would 
eliminate the requirement that a public hearing be held. There is a general recognition that 
public hearings play an important role in the review of warrant articles before Town 
Meeting. One reason for referring the subject matter of Article 5 to CTO&S was to explore 
ways of guaranteeing that public hearings were held even if the Select Board and Advisory 
Committee were not required to report or make recommendations on all warrant articles.

Third, Article 5 did not differentiate between the Select Board and the Advisory 
Committee. Article 5 was placed on the warrant by the Select Board. The explanation is 
written entirely from the perspective of the Select Board, but the provisions of Article 5 
also applied to the Select Board. CTO&S argued that referral of Article 5 was necessary 
either to consider whether the Advisory Committee should be required to report on certain 
categories of warrant articles or to revise Section 2.5.2 of the bylaws to make it consistent 
with the recently amended Section 2.2.6 (General Duties).

Article 29 of the November 2020 Town Meeting amended the Town’s General Bylaws as 
follows to give the Advisory Committee greater latitude in deciding what to consider and 
the option of making reports or recommendations on warrant articles:

SECTION 2.2.6 GENERAL DUTIES

The Committee shall consider any or and all municipal questions, including 
appropriation requests and proposed action under all articles in the warrant for a 
Town Meeting, for the purpose of making reports or and recommendations to the 
Town. 

The November 2022 Town Meeting by a vote of 162 in favor, 79 opposed, with 11 
abstentions decided to refer the subject matter of Article 5 to CTO&S with a request that 
CTO&S consider amendments to the relevant bylaws and deliver a report no later than the 
May 2023 Town Meeting.

After the vote to refer Article 5, many Town Meeting members expressed concern that the 
Select Board had not taken a position or conducted a focused public hearing on several 
controversial and complicated articles that had been placed on the November 2022 warrant 
by the Zero Admissions Advisory Board (ZEAB). Some Select Board members agreed that 
the Board made a mistake in not taking a position on those articles.

CTO&S CONSIDERATION OF THE REFERRED SUBJECT MATTER OF ARTICLE 
5

CTO&S met to consider the subject matter of Article 5 on January 25, February 8, February 
23, February 28, and March 2, 2023. The January 25 and March 2 meetings included public 
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hearings. Members of the Select Board and Advisory Committee participated in several of 
these meetings. 

CTO&S attempted to balance the need to ensure that the Select Board and Advisory 
Committee fulfill their responsibilities with the fact that the increasing number of warrant 
articles has made it difficult to give every article serious attention. There was general 
recognition that some articles were more important than others. Town Meeting would, for 
example, benefit more from the reports and recommendations of the Select Board on 
complicated articles that created new sets of regulations, procedures, or funding 
mechanisms than on articles on topics such as U.S. foreign policy.

CTO&S ultimately voted to submit a warrant article that includes three bylaw amendments 
regarding how the Select Board and Advisory Committee review warrant articles, the 
requirement that public hearings be held, and the length of the time period between the 
closing of the warrant and the opening session of Town Meeting,

The three bylaw amendments reflect the following conclusions that emerged as CTO&S 
considered the subject matter of Article 5 of the November 2022 Town Meeting.

 The Importance of Public Hearings. Public hearings on warrant articles are, first 
and foremost, an opportunity for members of the public to offer comments, but they 
serve many other purposes. Public hearings can provide feedback to petitioners, 
who may then decide to reconsider or modify their warrant articles. They help the 
Select Board or Advisory Committee to decide what to recommend to Town 
Meeting. Particularly when the hearings are televised, they also educate the public 
and Town Meeting members about the issues raised by petitioners, as well as the 
status and strengths and weaknesses of warrant articles. This public education 
function is particularly important now that Brookline does not have a print 
newspaper. Select Board public hearings are prominent and are made available to 
a wide audience by the Brookline Interactive Group. Public hearings also could 
help the Select Board (or Advisory Committee) to decide whether to make a report 
or recommendation on a warrant article. In the absence of a public hearing, the 
implications of a warrant article and its potential for generating a contentious debate 
may not be clear.

CTO&S concluded that it was particularly important for the Select Board to hold 
public hearings on all warrant articles. While it was recognized that the Advisory 
Committee often does the most in-depth analyses of warrant articles, the Select 
Board’s meetings are the only ones that are both publicly televised and generally 
scheduled for the same day and approximate time each week. CTO&S believes that 
it is important to give the proponents and opponents of articles this opportunity to 
articulate their positions, to identify issues for Select Board consideration, and to 
permit the televised Select Board hearings to serve as a vehicle for public education.  
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The Town has traditionally afforded all individuals who wished to speak the 
opportunity to do so at a noticed public hearing. In response to concerns that 
proponents or opponents, or both, could “flood” a Select Board public hearing with 
speakers and thus exacerbate workload issues, CTO&S has obtained an opinion 
from Town Counsel’s Office (see Appendix A) that the chair of a board or 
committee can impose reasonable, content-neutral, narrowly-tailored limits to the 
time allotted for comment on each warrant article at a public hearing. This could 
include limits on the time allotted to each speaker as well as prohibiting additional 
individuals from speaking when the total allotted time was reached, even at a public 
hearing. Thus, the issue of workload could be controlled.

 Preparing Reports Need Not Impose an Excessive Burden. In response to concerns 
that the writing of reports imposed excessive burdens on Select Board staff, 
CTO&S noted that even when a report is mandated, the bylaws cannot dictate the 
extensiveness, quality, or depth of that report. Those issues would be entirely in the 
control of the Select Board. The Select Board has increasingly deferred its voting 
on articles until the Advisory Committee or an Advisory Committee subcommittee 
has reported, and a Select Board report could simply state “The Select Board agrees 
with the Advisory Committee” or “The Select Board takes a position that [with a 
short listing of bullet points]” or “The Select Board makes no recommendation on 
this article.” Here too, workload issues could be controlled.

 The Select Board Has a Unique Ability and Responsibility to Advise and Inform 
Town Meeting on Some Categories of Warrant Articles. The Select Board is the 
Town’s elected executive body, which means that it represents all the residents of 
Brookline and is responsible for overseeing the functioning of Town departments. 
It also has direct access to the Town’s executive and administrative personnel and 
the information that they can provide on the impact of warrant articles on the 
Town’s operations and financial situation. The Select Board is often responsible for 
placing articles on the warrant, either on its own behalf or on behalf of Town 
departments or committees that are appointed by the Select Board. The Select 
Board also has the responsibility for filing Home Rule Petitions with the state 
legislature. CTO&S thus believes that the Select Board should make 
recommendations for Town Meeting’s consideration on specific categories of 
warrant articles that are of particular significance to the Town and on which the 
Select Board may have an important and unique perspective: articles that (1) have 
been submitted by a Town department, board, committee, or commission; (2) 
request action by the Massachusetts state legislature; (3) propose to amend any 
Town by-law; (4) authorize or require the Town to enter binding agreements; or (5) 
involve any appropriation of funds. Nonetheless, while making such 
recommendations should be the presumptive course, CTO&S recognizes that the 
Select Board members cannot effectively be compelled to take a position on any 
given warrant article, because members can always abstain on a vote. Thus, the 
amendment that CTO&S is proposing to Section 2.5.2 recognizes that the Select 

14.A.

Page: 137



May 23, 2023 Annual Town Meeting
11-8

Board may choose not to make a recommendation on a warrant article, but requires 
that the Select Board state its reasons for offering no recommendation.

 The Advisory Committee is Functioning Well Under the Bylaws Regarding Its 
Responsibilities for Preparing Reports and Recommendations on Warrant Articles.  
CTO&S decided not to amend Section 2.2.6 of the General Bylaws, which states 
that the Advisory Committee may consider “any or all” questions, including 
warrant articles, for the purpose of making “reports or recommendations” to the 
Town. That language was added to Section 2.2.6 by the November 2020 Town 
Meeting and the process used by the Advisory Committee to consider and report 
on warrant articles appears to be working well, even if Town Meeting does not 
always vote the way the Advisory Committee recommends. CTO&S thought it 
would be premature to consider changes to Section 2.2.6. CTO&S did, however, 
decide that Section 2.5.2 of the General Bylaws should be amended to ensure that 
section was consistent with Section 2.2.6.

 The Need for Further Actions. CTOS&S recognized that amending the bylaws 
regarding public hearings and the responsibilities of the Select Board and Advisory 
Committee would not address all the issues raised by the increasing number of 
warrant articles. Town Meeting itself also has found it challenging to consider a 
large number of warrant articles, particularly when some of those articles raise 
complex issues. It also will be necessary to reduce the number of warrant articles 
or to enable the Select Board, in particular, to find more time to devote to 
consideration of warrant articles.

EXPLANATION OF BYLAW AMENDMENTS PROPOSED BY THIS ARTICLE

The warrant article submitted by CTO&S on the warrant review process includes 
amendments to three sections of the Town’s General Bylaws.

Amendment to Section 2.5.2 of the General Bylaws

The proposed CTO&S amendment to Section 2.5.2 includes the following components:

 Select Board public hearings are explicitly required on all warrant articles, not just 
on those with regard to which there is a “final” or “first” vote. As noted above and 
in Appendix A, the chair can impose reasonable controls on public hearings.

 The Select Board would be required to prepare reports on all warrant articles. In 
practice, such reports need not be as detailed as the reports of the Advisory 
Committee. For some warrant articles, the Select Board may simply incorporate the 
reasoning of other reports, including those of the Advisory Committee.

 The Select Board would not be required to make a recommendation on every 
warrant article, but would be required to explain its reasons for deciding not to 
make a recommendation.
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 The amendment specifies the categories of articles that deserve priority attention 
from the Select Board: on articles that (1) have been submitted by a Town 
department, board, committee, or commission; (2) request action by the 
Massachusetts state legislature; (3) propose to amend any Town by-law; (4) 
authorize or require the Town to enter binding agreements; or (5) involve any 
appropriation of funds. These are the types of articles for which the Select Board 
has a special responsibility, or on which the Select Board and its staff can provide 
important information and perspectives that would be valuable to Town Meeting.

 The amendment adds a reference to the recent November 2020 amendment to 
bylaw Section 2.2.6 (General Duties) regarding the Advisory Committee. Section 
2.5.2 would thus be consistent with that section, which gives the Advisory 
Committee the option of considering “any or all” articles and offering “reports or 
recommendations” on each.

These changes to Section 2.5.2 reflect suggestions from former Select Board member and 
current Town Meeting Member Marty Rosenthal. CTO&S discussed many alternative 
approaches, including a firm requirement that the Select Board make recommendations on 
the five categories of warrant articles, procedures by which a supermajority of the Select 
Board could decide to not consider some article, and procedures by which a minority of 
the Select Board could vote to ensure that the Select Board considered a given warrant 
article and make a recommendation on it. After much discussion, CTO&S concluded that 
the approach embodied by the proposed amendments to Section 2.5.2 was the best and 
most balanced response to the significant increase in the number of warrant articles. It is 
ultimately up to Town Meeting to decide what the Select Board should be required to report 
to Town Meeting to enable Town Meeting to effectively make informed decisions on 
warrant articles.

Amendment Clarifying Article 3.22 of the General Bylaws

Article 3.22 of the General Bylaws requires all elected and appointed committees, boards, 
councils, and trustees to hold a public hearing before their “first or only vote” on a warrant 
article. Many of these bodies rarely make recommendations to Town Meeting. Most are 
not required to make recommendations. Should a committee that is not required to make a 
recommendation to Town Meeting be required to hold a public hearing prior to voting to 
not consider a warrant article that it is not required to consider? The proposed change would 
make clear that the requirement for a public hearing applies only when a such a committee 
decides to make a report or recommendation to Town Meeting. The Select Board and 
Advisory Committee are also governed by Sections 2.2.6 and 2.5.2 of the General Bylaws, 
which include further, more detailed requirements for holding hearings and making reports 
and recommendations to Town Meeting on warrant articles.

Note that the proposed CTO&S amendment to Section 2.5.2 requires the Select Board and 
the Advisory Committee (or a subcommittee of the Advisory Committee) to hold a public 
hearing on all articles in the warrant, even if no vote is taken. Article 3.22 ensures that 

14.A.

Page: 139



May 23, 2023 Annual Town Meeting
11-10

when the Select Board or Advisory Committee makes a recommendation to Town Meeting, 
such hearings will be held before the recommendation is made.

Amendment to Section 2.1.3 of the General Bylaws

This amendment to Section 2.1.3 would increase the time period between the closing of 
the warrant and the first night of Town Meeting from 75 days to 90 days. This would allow 
the Select Board and Advisory Committee more time to schedule hearings and meetings 
on warrant articles. The profusion of warrant articles that have recently been filed has 
increased the workload of the Select Board and the Advisory Committee, but the time 
period between the closing of the warrant and the beginning of Town Meeting has remained 
the same. CTO&S believes that, if those volunteer bodies are to be expected to do a 
thoughtful and credible job analyzing the language and impact of warrant articles 
(including, for the Advisory Committee, public hearings, subcommittee meetings, 
meetings of the full Advisory Committee, and the drafting of thorough reports), additional 
time is required. That view was shared by members of the Select Board and Advisory 
Committee who participated in the CTO&S’s public hearings and meetings. The Advisory 
Committee, in particular, finds it challenging to schedule subcommittee public hearings 
and meetings of the full Advisory Committee to adequately review all warrant articles and 
departmental budgets in the weeks prior to the Annual Town Meeting. Even without the 
need to consider the budget, similar challenges emerge when there are many articles on the 
warrant for a November Town Meeting. The current bylaw providing a 75-day time period 
between the closing of the warrant and the opening session of Town Meeting was enacted 
when the warrant included many fewer articles.

Extending the time for the consideration of warrant articles and drafting of reports to 90 
days would not prevent the Select Board from adding one or more articles to the warrant 
after the warrant had closed. The General Bylaws would continue to include the following 
provision: “The requirements of sections 2.1.2 through 2.1.4, inclusive, may be waived 
when the Select Board determines that emergency conditions, or a situation requiring 
immediate action or the provisions of any general or special law require such a waiver.”

Would increasing the time period between the closing of the warrant and the first night of 
Town Meeting mean that Brookline was perpetually in “Town Meeting season”? Adding 
the 15 days to the current interval between the closing of the warrant and the start of Town 
Meeting would not significantly increase the amount of time devoted to Town Meeting-
related issues. Brookline already has two Town Meeting “seasons” of approximately 120 
days: 30 days in which the warrant is open, 75 days between the closing of the warrant and 
the first night of Town Meeting, and approximately 15 days from the first to the final night 
of Town Meeting—depending on the number of nights required and the need to take a 
break for holidays such as Thanksgiving. Thus, with Town Meetings in May and 
November, Brookline is now preparing for or holding Town Meeting for about 240 days 
of each year. The amendment to Section 2.1.3 would increase that total to about 270 days.
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ADDITIONAL POTENTIAL METHODS TO DEAL WITH THE PROBLEM OF “TOO 
MANY ARTICLES, TOO LITTLE TIME” 

In addition to the warrant article submitted by CTO&S, there are a variety of potential 
options that might be considered to deal with the problem of “too many warrant articles, 
too little time” that has been identified as a concern by members of the Select Board, 
Advisory Committee, and Town Meeting. The following list includes items that have been 
mentioned at CTO&S meetings and other discussions of how to address the problem of 
“article profusion.” Although CTO&S has not evaluated these ideas, some may merit 
further study. Most could be implemented without amending the Town bylaws.

Reducing the Number of Warrant Articles

 Add more language to the Town Meeting Handbook to explain that a warrant article 
often is not necessary, because issues can often be resolved by discussions with 
Town or School personnel. Build the norm that the goal is not to have as many 
articles as possible. Discourage resolutions on national and international topics. 

 Encourage the Select Board to place articles on the warrant only when necessary 
and when they already have been thoroughly vetted through an internal process and 
with community engagement. Past articles generated by Town departments have at 
times been referred or not moved because they were premature and should have 
been vetted and revised prior to submission.

 Require more signatures for warrant articles. Under State Law, G.L. c. 39, sec. 10, 
no more than 10 signatures may be required for an Annual Town Meeting warrant 
article and no more than 200 signatures for a Special Town Meeting warrant article. 
It is questionable whether there would be a realistic chance of increasing the Annual 
Town Meeting requirement by special State legislation. Brookline has in fact 
reduced the number to 10 for all Town Meetings; it could without State legislation 
increase the number of required signatures to as many as 200 for Special Town 
Meetings. But would an increased number of signatures be an effective hurdle?  Or 
could it lead to petitioners simply filing articles for the Annual Town Meeting rather 
than a Special Town Meeting?

 Encourage the Select Board and Advisory Committee to develop the mindset that 
it is better to tell petitioners that they should not move their articles instead of 
expending time working with petitioners to revise and improve deeply flawed 
articles. Would this reduce the number of warrant articles that are ultimately 
debated at Town Meeting, or would it lead to Town Meeting passing flawed articles 
if the petitioner nonetheless forged ahead?

 Assign a staff person the responsibility of fielding queries from petitioners as to 
whether their potential warrant articles are necessary. That staff person might be 
better able to find out what departments are already doing.  Petitioners are already 
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encouraged to check with staff in departments that would be affected by warrant 
articles, but that has not consistently occurred.

Finding More Time to Review Warrant Articles

 Allow the Select Board to delegate more of its responsibilities, including licensing 
and appointments. This would require approval of revisions to the Town 
Administrator Act by the State legislature. For example, the Select Board is now 
required to approve all innholder, lodging house, common victualer, food vendor, 
secondhand motor vehicle sales, open air parking, liquor sales, theater and 
entertainment licenses. Legislation was filed to change his requirement, but it died 
in the last legislative session; the legislation is apparently being refiled. In addition, 
the Select Board is required to make all Civil Service appointments (police and fire 
at all levels, not just the chiefs or management level personnel).  

 Allow the Select Board to delegate authority regarding items such as minor budget 
changes (e.g., minor reallocations within departments) or minor contract approvals. 
The Town Administrator has committed to addressing some of these issues.

 Reduce the number of committees on which Select Board members serve. While it 
is important for Select Board members to be familiar with the actions of certain 
committees, an initial examination indicates that Select Board membership is in 
fact legally required on very few of the committees on which Select Board members 
sit.

 Amend Section 2.5.2 and Article 3.22 of the General Bylaws to allow Select Board 
subcommittees to hold public hearings on warrant articles—if the Brookline 
Interactive Group will televise these hearings. The current bylaws only allow 
subcommittees of the Advisory Committee and School Committee to hold such 
hearings in lieu of the full committee.

 Accept the fact that Select Board reports may be short and cursory, especially when 
the reports are not on the categories of warrant articles listed in the proposed 
CTO&S amendment to Section 2.5.2 of the General Bylaws.

 Encourage the Select Board and the Advisory Committee to write joint reports 
(including reports written by the Advisory Committee and signed by the Select 
Board) when the two bodies concur. This would be particularly appropriate for the 
initial 6 or 7 articles on the Annual Town Meeting warrant, but there might be other 
opportunities for joint reports. This also would reduce redundancy in the Combined 
Reports, which often include Select Board and Advisory Committee reports that 
contain very similar material.

 Improve the process of bringing the Select Board and Advisory Committee into 
concurrence (when that outcome is possible) so that it takes fewer meetings for the 
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two bodies to agree on a motion and that Town Meeting has fewer motions and 
amendments to consider.
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APPENDIX A

From: Jonathan Simpson <jsimpson@brooklinema.gov> 
Sent: Friday, February 24, 2023 1:20 PM
To: Richard Benka <rcvben@verizon.net>
Cc: Joe Callanan <jcallanan@brooklinema.gov>; John Moreschi 
<jmoreschi@brooklinema.gov>; Harry Bohrs <Harry.Bohrs@bmc.org>; Lynn-Jones, Sean 
M. <sean_lynn-jones@hks.harvard.edu>
Subject: FW: Legal question for CTO&S - must everyone be allowed to speak at a public 
hearing? If so, what is the source of the requirement?

Dick:

A chair can impose reasonable restrictions to the time, place, and manner of public 
testimony as long as the restrictions are content-neutral, narrowly tailored to serve a 
significant government interest, and leave open ample alternative channels of 
communication.  The desire to conduct an orderly, efficient, and productive meeting is a 
governmental interest significant enough to justify restrictions on speech at the “limited 
public forums” that are public hearings.

Your specific questions were:

if something is noticed as a “public hearing,” can the chair limit the number of speakers, 
which could effectively prohibit some individuals from speaking

I believe the answer is yes, if that limit was content-neutral and narrowly 
tailored.  Allowing public comment doesn’t mean a board has to sit and allow public 
comment indefinitely.  A board can apply reasonable, narrowly-tailored limits to both 
the total time allotted for public comment and the time allotted to each speaker.

could the chair prohibit individuals who wanted to speak from speaking at a duly 
noticed “public hearing

Again, I believe that, if the limitations the chair was imposing were content-neutral and 
narrowly-tailored, they could, theoretically, result in prohibiting individuals who wanted 
to speak at a public hearing from speaking.  If the chair has allotted an hour to take 
public comment, and given each speaker 3 minutes, then the 21st speaker may not get 
to weigh in.  Note, though, that this is NOT a situation where the chair looks at a 
particular speaker, says “Mr. Smith, we’ve heard from 10 people on your side and I 
don’t think you’ll be adding anything new to the discussion so I’m going to skip 
you”.  That’s not content-neutral.  Again, any prohibition should be the result of a 
content-neutral, narrowly-tailored restriction – nothing individualized.  
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Of course, just because a Chair can limit testimony does not necessarily mean they 
should.  I know from personal experience the value of letting everyone who wants to 
comment at a public hearing do so; it’s been the Town’s general practice for a 
reason.  But, as noted above, boards need to be able to conduct orderly, efficient, and 
productive meetings.

_________________
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_________________________________
SELECT BOARD’S RECOMMENDATION

--------------
____________________________________________
ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S RECOMMENDATION

XXX
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__________
ARTICLE x

______________
x ARTICLE
Submitted by:  Neil Gordon, TMM1

To see if the Town will amend Section 2.1.13 of the General Bylaws, as follows (deletions 
in strikeout, additions in bold underline):

SECTION 2.1.13 PETITION ARTICLES The Select Board shall insert in the warrant for 
every special town meeting all subjects the insertion of which shall be requested of them 
in writing by ten (10) fifty (50) or more registered voters in the Town.

Or take any other action relative thereto.

_________________

PETITIONER’S ARTICLE DESCRIPTION

On the one hand, petitioned articles are a sign of a healthy, involved citizenry, exercising 
a most fundamental right of those living in a democracy, i.e., the right to petition their 
government for a redress of grievances. That right, though, when exercised too broadly and 
without constraint, creates a curious irony, where the sheer number and quality of petitions 
becomes a source of grievance. Hence, this warrant article.

A quick note on the law: 
M.G.L. c. 39, s. 10 provides that for an annual town meeting, articles can be 
petitioned by ten or more registered voters. This warrant article cannot, and does 
not, seek to change that. 
For Brookline special town meetings, the number of signatures required is set by 
local bylaw, at any number from one to one hundred. This warrant article seeks to 
raise the requirement, to fifty, from the current ten.

Rationale:
Both the Select Board and the Advisory Committee have been burdened by a two-part 
recent trend: a proliferation of warrant articles, and articles (perhaps hastily conceived and 
hastily written) filed in forms that are less than fully developed. Town Meeting, the Select 
Board, the Advisory Committee, and other boards, committees and commissions involved 
in the process of reviewing, vetting, editing, amending, recommending and voting, deserve 
better.
Fifty signatures are what’s required for a candidate for townwide office to get on the ballot. 
It’s no great burden if done with the modest luxury of time.
Few petitioned warrant articles conceived shortly before a warrant closes are so critical 
that they can’t wait until the next Town Meeting, whether annual or special. For those that 
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are that important, rallying allies to quickly gather signatures is a viable option. For a true 
crisis, anyone can petition the Select Board to put an Article on the Warrant directly.
It's time to ease the burden and preserve the integrity of the warrant, the review and vetting 
process of the Advisory Committee, Select Board, and other of the Town’s boards, 
committees and commissions. It’s time to ease the burden and preserve the integrity of 
Town Meeting, as a serious, deliberative body, and not as a mere suggestion box.
We cannot know in advance whether increasing the number of petition signatures will 
reduce the burden of the Advisory Committee, the Select Board, and other of the Town’s 
boards, committees and commissions, or of Town Meeting. We cannot know in advance 
whether increasing the number of petition signatures only for special town meetings will 
merely cause a shifting of petitions from our November special town meeting to our annual 
town meeting in May (which may be beneficial in avoiding the difficulty of scheduling 
around Thanksgiving week and then butting up against holiday season). Petitioner, a Town 
Meeting Member since 2009, and an Advisory Committee Member since 2015, believes 
the proposed change, if adopted, is likely to achieve, at least in part, the intended result. 

_________________
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_________________________________
SELECT BOARD’S RECOMMENDATION

--------------
____________________________________________
ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S RECOMMENDATION

XXX
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__________
ARTICLE 10

________________
TENTH ARTICLE
Submitted by:  Neil Gordon, TMM1

To see if the Town will amend Section 2.1.13 of the General Bylaws, as follows (deletions 
in strikeout, additions in bold underline):

SECTION 2.1.13 PETITION ARTICLES
(a) Definitions:

Voter Initiated Petition – The petition of voters in the Town requesting 
insertion of a subject in the warrant for an annual town meeting pursuant 
to M.G.L. c. 39, s. 10, or special town meeting.

Lead Petitioner – The registered voter of the Town identified as such on 
a Voter Initiated Petition.

(b) Insertion in the warrant of Voter Initiated Petitions: The Select Board shall insert 
in the warrant for every special town meeting all subjects the insertion of which 
shall be requested of them in writing by ten (10) or more registered voters in the 
Town.

(c) For administrative purposes, each Voter Initiated Petition shall identify a single 
Lead Petitioner, and shall include such Lead Petitioner’s relevant contact 
information. 

(d) Failure to comply with the provisions of subsection (c) shall not relieve the Select 
Board from inserting in the warrant a subject otherwise meeting the criteria for 
such insertion.

Or take any other action relative thereto.

_________________

PETITIONER’S ARTICLE DESCRIPTION

As the number of warrant articles has expanded, placing a burden on the Advisory 
Committee, the Select Board, other of the Town’s boards, committees and commissions, 
and on Town Meeting, another trend has emerged: Where petitioned warrant articles were 
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most often brought by a petitioner or two, we now see a proliferation of co-petitioners. 
Excluding the multiple counts of grouped warrant articles, a rough count of last Fall’s 
special town meeting showed at least fifteen articles with multiple petitioners. Five had 
five or more co-petitioners. One had eleven!

Hidden to many, perhaps, is the burden the practice of listing co-petitioners places on our 
boards, committees and commissions, and on the Town staff. Scheduling 
meetings/hearings is difficult, and made more so when multiple petitioners are added to 
the scheduling mix, without the identification of a lead. Further, the authority of one or 
another petitioner to speak for the others is often less than clear, leading to inevitable 
delays. These delays cause the Advisory Committee, the Select Board, and other boards, 
committees, and commissions, to delay meetings and hearings, and the completion of 
reports to Town Meeting Members, compressing, as well, Town Meeting Members’ 
preparations for Town Meeting, as well.

This article proposes that every petitioned warrant article designate a single, “Lead 
Petitioner,” for administrative purposes only. Designating a lead will create a single point 
of contact. It does not preclude collaboration, and it does not preclude identification of co-
sponsors/petitioners. 

_________________

_________________________________
SELECT BOARD’S RECOMMENDATION

--------------
____________________________________________
ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S RECOMMENDATION

XXX
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__________
ARTICLE 22

______________
x ARTICLE
Submitted by:  C. Scott Ananian, on behalf of the Ranked Choice Voting Study Committee

To see if the Town will authorize the Select Board to petition the General Court for a 
special act providing for the use of ranked choice voting in Brookline municipal 
elections, in the following form, and authorize the General Court to make any revisions 
that are necessary or appropriate to the form of such bill.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court 
assembled, and by the authority of the same as follows:

“AN ACT RELATIVE TO RANKED CHOICE VOTING IN THE TOWN 

OF BROOKLINE” SECTION 1. RANKED CHOICE VOTING 

(a) For the purposes of this section, the following terms shall have the following meanings, 
unless the context clearly requires otherwise: 

“Batch elimination” is the simultaneous defeat of multiple candidates for whom it is 
mathematically impossible to be elected. 

"Concluded ballot," a ballot that does not rank any continuing candidate or contains an 
overvote at the highest-ranked continuing candidate, or contains 2 or more sequential 
skipped rankings before its highest-ranked continuing candidate.

"Continuing candidate," a candidate who has not been defeated or elected. 

“Election threshold,” the number of votes sufficient for a candidate to be elected in a multi-
seat election. It is calculated by dividing the total number of votes counting for continuing 
candidates in the first round by the sum of the number of seats to be elected and 1, 
disregarding any fractions, and then adding 1. 

"Highest-ranked continuing candidate," the continuing candidate with the highest 
ranking on a voter's ballot.

"Last-place candidate," (i) the candidate with the lowest vote total in a round of the 
ranked-choice voting tabulation; or (ii) a candidate that is defeated in batch elimination. 

"Overvote," a circumstance in which a voter ranks more than 1 candidate at the same ranking. 

“Plurality voting,” the voting system in which the candidate receiving the most 
votes is declared the winner, even if such candidate does not receive a majority of 
the votes cast in the election.

“Ranked choice voting,” a method of casting and tabulating ballots in which voters 
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rank candidates for office in order of preference. 

"Ranking" means the number assigned on a ballot by a voter to a candidate to express the 
voter's preference for that candidate. Ranking number 1 shall be the highest ranking, 
ranking number 2 shall be the next-highest ranking, and so on. 

“Skipped ranking”, a circumstance in which a voter does not use a ranking and ranks 
a candidate with a subsequent ranking.

“Surplus fraction,” the number equal to the difference between an elected candidate’s vote 
total and the election threshold, divided by the candidate’s vote total. 

“Transfer value,” the proportion of a vote that a ballot will count to its highest-ranked 
continuing candidate. Each ballot shall begin with a transfer value of 1. If a ballot counts 
to the election of a candidate under subsection (d)(1), it receives a lower transfer value. 

(b) All town-wide offices and Town Meeting Members shall be elected by ranked choice 
voting at the annual election, and in any special election called pursuant to MGL 
Chapter 41 Section 10.

Ranked choice voting shall apply to a single-seat office only when the number of 
candidates exceeds 2 and to a multi-seat office only when the number of candidates 
exceeds the number of seats to be elected. Plurality voting should be used when ranked 
choice voting cannot be conducted.

(c) In any single-seat election, each round shall begin by counting the number of votes for 
each continuing candidate. Each ballot shall count as 1 vote for its highest-ranked 
continuing candidate. Concluded ballots shall not be counted for any continuing candidate. 
Each round shall proceed sequentially as follows: 

(1) If there are 2 continuing candidates, the candidate with the most votes shall be 
elected, and tabulation shall be complete. 

(2) Otherwise, the last-place candidate shall be defeated, or the last-place candidates 
shall be defeated in batch elimination, and a new round shall begin. 

(d) In any multi-seat election, each round shall begin by counting the number of votes for 
each continuing candidate. Each ballot shall count, at its current transfer value, for its highest-
ranked continuing candidate. Concluded ballots shall not count for any continuing candidate. 
In the first round only, the election threshold shall then be calculated. Each round shall 
proceed sequentially as follows: 

(1) If the sum of the number of elected candidates and continuing candidates is equal to the 
number of seats to be filled, then all continuing candidates shall be elected, and tabulation 
shall be complete. 

(2) If at least 1 continuing candidate has more votes than the election threshold, then all such 
candidates shall be elected. If the number of elected candidates is equal to the number of 
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seats to be filled, then tabulation shall be complete. Otherwise, each ballot counting for an 
elected candidate shall be assigned a new transfer value by multiplying the ballot’s current 
transfer value by the surplus fraction for the candidate. Each elected candidate shall be 
deemed to have a number of votes equal to the election threshold in all future rounds, and a 
new round shall begin. 

(2) Otherwise, the last-place candidate shall be defeated, or the last-place candidates 
shall be defeated in batch elimination, and a new round shall begin. 

(e) Batch elimination shall apply to the largest possible group of continuing candidates such 
that the sum of the votes of candidates in the group is less than the individual number of votes 
of every continuing candidate not in the group, and provided that the number of continuing 
candidates not in the group is at least 1 more than the remaining number of positions to elect. 

(f) The Town Clerk, subject to approval by the Board of Registrars, will establish a 
method of tiebreaking that will be used if 2 or more last-place candidates are tied and 
batch elimination does not apply. The results of any such tiebreaking events must be 
recorded and reused in the event of a recount. The method for tiebreaking may be 
amended from time to time, but shall not be amended during the course of an election, 
including any and all recounts. 

(g) When a skipped ranking or repeat candidate ranking is encountered on a ballot, that 
vote shall count towards the highest continuing ranking. In the case of an overvote 
involving two or more continuing candidates, the overvote candidates and all 
subsequently ranked candidates will be disregarded. If any vote cannot be advanced 
because no further continuing candidates are ranked on that ballot, that ballot shall be 
declared concluded for that contest. 

(h) As used in section 4 of chapter 43A, the "order of votes received" by candidates in a 
ranked choice voting election shall mean the order in which candidates are elected. If 
multiple candidates are elected in the same round, the respective order of elected 
candidates in that round shall mean the order of votes received by those candidates at the 
end of the round.

(i) The Town Clerk, subject to approval by the Board of Registrars, may make any changes 
to the ranked choice voting ballot and tabulation process necessary to ensure the integrity and 
smooth functioning of the election, provided that ranked choice voting shall still be used and 
the fewest number of changes are made to achieve such purpose. 

(j) In any election conducted using Ranked-Choice Voting, as may be authorized by the 
State, the Town Clerk shall publish election results that show the tabulations by rounds, 
along with any additional information that may be required by the Town bylaws.

(k) The Town Clerk shall provide educational materials to voters in accordance with any 
applicable  Town bylaws.

(l) Not sooner than four years after acceptance of this section, a proposal to discontinue 
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the use of Ranked Choice Voting may be put on the Warrant for Town Meeting by a 
petition signed by at least ten registered voters of Brookline. In the alternative, not sooner 
than four years after acceptance of this section, the question may be so placed on said 
ballot when a petition signed by at least ten per cent of the registered voters of Brookline 
requesting such action is filed with the registrars, who shall have seven days after receipt 
of such a petition to certify the signatures. Upon passage in Town Meeting or upon 
certification of the signatures, the Town Clerk shall cause the question to be placed on the 
ballot at the next regular municipal election held more than thirty-five days after such 
passage or certification. Upon the defeat by the voters of the above described ballot 
question, another proposal to discontinue the use of Ranked Choice Voting may not be 
placed on the ballot for four years thereafter. Not sooner than four years after a successful 
vote to discontinue the use of Ranked Choice Voting, the procedures in the paragraph 
above may be used to resume the use of Ranked Choice Voting. 

SECTION 2.
Notwithstanding the provisions of applicable provisions of chapters 53 and 54 of the 
general laws, Ranked-choice voting ballots for use in the Town of Brookline municipal 
elections shall be prepared according to a format meeting the below requirements and 
otherwise consistent with state law. 
a) To the extent possible, a ranked choice voting ballot shall allow voters to rank as many 
choices as there are candidates. If the voting equipment is unable to reasonably 
accommodate a number of rankings on the ballot equal to the number of candidates, the 
Board of Registrars of Voters may limit the number of choices a voter may rank to the 
maximum number allowed by the voting equipment.  A ranked choice voting ballot shall 
not interfere with a voter’s ability to rank at least 1 write-in candidate. 
b) The ballot must indicate the number of seats to be filled for each contest. 
c) For each election where Ranked Choice Voting is used and the number of candidates 
exceeds two, the Board of Registrars shall randomly draw lots prior to the printing of 
ballots so as to determine the order in which the names of candidates shall appear on the 
ballot.  To the name of a candidate for Town office who is an elected incumbent thereof 
shall be added the words ‘Candidate for Reelection’.

d) The ballot must comply with all otherwise applicable provisions of the General Laws 
and the regulations promulgated thereunder. 

SECTION 3. If any part of this Act is declared unconstitutional by a court of competent 
jurisdiction, the remaining parts shall survive in full force and effect. If a conflict arises 
between this Act and any other provision of law, the policies and purposes of this Act 
shall govern. 

SECTION 4. This act shall take effect upon the acceptance by the Town of Brookline by 
the affirmative vote of a majority of voters at any regular or special election at which the 
question of acceptance is placed on the ballot.

14.A.

Page: 155



May 23, 2023 Annual Town Meeting
22-5

Or act on anything relative thereto.

_________________

PETITIONER’S ARTICLE DESCRIPTION

This article is filed on behalf of the Ranked Choice Voting Study Committee,1 charged by 
the Select Board on Jan 25, 2022 pursuant to Warrant Article 18 of the November 2020 
Town Meeting which passed 187-34-10.2 The committee was charged “to study the 
potential options for adoption of Ranked-Choice Voting (RCV) for Town Elections. The 
goal of the committee should be to recommend best practices for Ranked-Choice Voting 
in Town and to explore the different options for RCV including benefits and challenges.” 
This warrant article embodies the committee’s recommendations on several of its charged 
tasks, including:

● “specific recommendations, where appropriate, on the use, or not, of Ranked-
Choice Voting for each Town-wide office”

● “specific recommendations, where appropriate, on the use, or not, of Ranked-
Choice Voting for Town Meeting Member elections”

● “a process to be used for multi-winner elections, whether iterated one-winner 
election, a proportional system, or another”

● “specific recommendations on implementation via Home Rule Petition”
● implicitly, “a time frame for potential implementation”

The committee’s charge included the requirement to conduct a public hearing at which its 
recommendations were presented and comments from the public were solicited. This 
hearing took place on February 13, 2023, and the recording is available on the Town’s 
website.3
The committee is also charged with producing a final report. The final report will 
incorporate feedback from the warrant article review process and Town Meeting.

1 Voting members of the committee: C. Scott Ananian (chair), Cathleen Cavell (through Oct 2022), Joan 
Lautenschleger, Alexander Neary, Joan Sawyer, Isaac Silberberg, Jay Sweitzer-Shalit, Mike Sandman 
(Select Board representative), Ben Kaufman (Town Clerk). Additionally members of Town Meeting and a 
representative of Voter Choice MA attended many meetings.
2 A competing amendment sought to modify the charge to “whether or not to adopt Ranked Choice 
Voting”; this amendment was defeated 88-139-4. Accordingly, this report and these warrant articles present 
the committee’s recommendations regarding the best way for the Town to adopt  RCV; it is up to Town 
Meeting to debate “whether or not” by passing, or not, these warrant articles.
3 https://www.brooklinema.gov/2077/Ranked-Choice-Voting-Study-Committee 
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History
In November 2020, “Massachusetts Question 2”, a ballot initiative for state-wide  RCV,4 
failed statewide but Brookline voted 70% in favor of the measure. Not long thereafter, 
Warrant Article 18 was brought before the November 2020 Town Meeting, and passed 
187-34-10. Warrant Article 18 asked for the Ranked Choice Voting Study Committee to 
be formed. After some delays, on Jan 25, 2022 the Select Board passed the charge to the 
committee, and in June and July of 2022 interviewed and then named the members of the 
committee. The Ranked Choice Voting Study Committee (hereafter, the “Committee”) 
held its first official meeting August 25, 2022,5 and has been meeting roughly weekly since.
Procedure
The Committee began by assembling similar warrant articles and home rule petitions from 
Arlington (H.4207), Northampton (H.4885), Easthampton (S.2331), Concord (HD.5329) 
and Amherst (H.777). Draft legislation was also contributed by Greg Dennis of Voter 
Choice MA. From commonalities and differences in these articles, as well as committee 
member suggestions, the committee drew up a list of essential topics for consideration and 
decisions to make, as well as a draft legislation skeleton combining all the language 
alternatives from similar articles.
In the Committee’s weekly meetings it has progressed methodically through this list to 
discuss the pros and cons of the alternatives and come to consensus on the language 
presented to Town Meeting in this article.
The committee does not have complete unanimity on one point. The application of RCV 
specifically to the election of Town Meeting Members was not recommended  
unanimously, although it was recommended by a majority of the Committee. The 
Discussion section contains further details.
Background
Under  RCV, voters rank the candidates in order of preference. Votes are counted in 
successive rounds; in each round, candidates with the fewest first choice votes are 
eliminated and those ballots for these candidates are distributed to each voter’s next 
preference until each person elected receives a proportional majority of the vote.
Advantages of  RCV are that it

● promotes majority support in elections with more than two candidates for a single 
seat because the ultimate winner must have received more than 50% of the vote;

● promotes reflective representation in multi-winner contests by allowing diverse 
groups of voters to elect candidates of choice;

● promotes diversity and encourages more third-party participation by reducing 
concern that vote splitting by either third-party candidates or similar candidates of 
the same party will lead to an undesirable outcome;

4 Restricted to single-winner contests in primary and general elections for statewide offices, state legislative 
officers, and congressional offices.
5 Committee members attempted to meet on August 14, 2022 but due to organizational oversights the 
members had not been sworn in and an official meeting was not held.
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● allows voters to vote for their preferred candidates without worry that they are 
either wasting their vote or reducing the electoral chances of their next-preferred 
candidate

● reduces negative campaigning and polarization by broadening the base candidates 
must capture to win.

As noted by the Advisory Committee during the 2020 debate, an added benefit is that it 
preserves the second or third choice of a voter whose top candidate leaves the race between 
the onset of early voting and Election Day.
Disadvantages of  RCV are that it

● requires additional tabulation to determine election winners when compared to 

‘first past the post’ voting methods.

● multi-winner elections require voters to order their preferences for individual 

candidates, rather than simply selecting the candidates they wish to support.

The proposed article implements  RCV for municipal elections only; that is, the elections 
that are held annually on the first or second Tuesday of May.
Implementation of RCV is possible using the Town’s current voting machines, which were 
replaced in Winter 2022. The recently-purchased machines are capable of performing a 
Ranked-Choice election.

Key features of the proposed article
In order to adopt  RCV in municipal elections, a Home Rule Petition is necessary. This is 
a request to the state legislature to pass a law that would allow Brookline to change the 
manner of its elections. The Home Rule Petition must first be passed by Town Meeting. 
After passage the Select Board must send it to the legislature, which must then pass the 
proposed law before it can take effect. In the proposed article, after passage by the state 
legislature, a Town-wide vote must be taken and  RCV will become effective for municipal 
elections only if it receives a majority vote in favor of adoption.
The proposed home rule petition has the following key features:

● All town-wide elections are to use RCV. This includes both single-winner elections 
(like for Town Clerk or Moderator) as well as multi-winner elections (School 
Committee or Library Trustees).6

● Additionally, Town Meeting Member elections are to use RCV, according to the 
submitted text. This includes redistricting years, when there may be up to 15 
winners per precinct. (See Discussion below.)

6 The Select Board is a single-winner contest in 1 of every 3 years, and a 2-winner contest in the other 2 
years.
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● The Home Rule petition requires a Town-wide vote to ratify the adoption of 
municipal  RCV. In addition to being democratically sound, this ensures a 
predictable timeline for the first elections using  RCV, instead of being tied to the 
unpredictable schedule of the state legislature.

● Multi-winner elections are to be conducted using a proportional voting system.
● The order of the candidates on the ballot will be randomized.
● Discretion is given to the Clerk and the Board of Registrars in the handling of ties 

and ballot size issues.

In addition, the  RCV Study Committee will make recommendations to the Town Clerk 
regarding publication of results and voter education, which the Clerk has indicated is 
acceptable. The Committee decided not to seek enforcement of these recommendations via 
a Town bylaw, preferring to provide flexibility to the Town Clerk. However, bylaws could 
be adopted in the future to enforce provisions of these natures if a future Town Meeting 
sees fit.
Discussion
The RCV committee did not reach a consensus on whether Town Meeting Members should 
be included in  RCV. Discussion centered on RCV’s ability to discover the ‘consensus 
candidates’ in elections that are sometimes decided by small numbers of votes, and would 
reduce vote splitting by similar Town Meeting Member candidates. Concerns were brought 
up that, in Census years, the next of which is 2032, many candidates would be on the ballot, 
which could make it challenging for voters to select their preferences among 15 or more 
candidates. The Committee decided to leave the Home Rule Petition as broad as possible 
with the inclusion of Town Meeting Members to give Town Meeting the ability to revise 
the Home Rule Petition during debate.  Ultimately the Committee voted 7-0-1 to include 
the language in the submitted Warrant Article (with the Clerk abstaining), but only 6-1-1 
to recommend that  RCV be used to elect Town Meeting Members.

At the February 13th public hearing, feedback was provided to the Committee that 
candidate order on the RCV ballot has a potential to influence election outcomes through 
'ballot-order effects' and the RCV committee should mitigate these effects if possible. 
Election research points to a significant increase in votes for candidates listed first on a 
ballot order, even in races with as few as two candidates. Many US states, such as New 
Hampshire and Rhode Island, and Massachusetts localities, such as Newton and Boston, 
have some form of ballot order lottery or rotation to mitigate the arbitrary advantages of 
ballot-order effects. The RCV committee, responding to this public feedback, voted to 
include language that mitigates ballot-order effects, referencing Newton's Article 8-1 
election order procedure as a template.

After evaluation of several potential RCV options, the Committee selected a Proportional 
RCV method. Standard forms of Proportional RCV are currently in use in Cambridge and 
selected by Amherst, Concord and Northampton. Other options reviewed were Sequential 
RCV and Bottom-up RCV, which were noted to less fairly represent voter base intentions. 
The Committee reviewed commonplace methods of transferring Proportional RCV votes 
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from eliminated candidates to continuing candidates, including random assignment, which 
is simple but can skew outcomes, and fractional-transfer, which requires a spreadsheet to 
calculate results, but produces outcomes which are transparent and traceable. Weighing 
evidence that surveys showed voters in municipalities which use RCV understand how it 
works, the committee concluded that traceability of voting results was important, and 
recommended the fractional-transfer method.  Further discussion of the merits and 
opposition to proportional RCV are discussed in the next section.

The committee weighed discussion that many localities that currently use RCV choose to 
publish the Cast Vote Records (CVR) for each election. The CVR is an electronic data 
record of each ranking marked on each ballot cast (but is not a digital image of each ballot). 
Such a record is currently accessible for public audit through a Public Records Request. 
Publication of CVRs is done to ensure full transparency of election results, but may risk 
inadvertent de-anonymization of voter choices. After hearing feedback that Cast Vote 
Record requests made through the current Public Records Request process have established 
safeguards and will result in technical and legal assistance from the Secretary of State when 
needed, the Committee decided that publication of the CVR would be a recommendation 
to the Clerk, but not mandatory.

_________________
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_________________________________
SELECT BOARD’S RECOMMENDATION

--------------
____________________________________________
ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S RECOMMENDATION

XXX
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__________
ARTICLE 13

______________
x ARTICLE
Submitted by:  Chi Chi Wu, TMM7

To see if the Town will adopt the following as a new Article 3.12A of the Town By-laws:

Article 3.12A
Office of Housing Stability

There shall be established an Office of Housing Stability within the Department of Public 
Health, or within another Town Department at the discretion of the Town Administrator.  
The purpose of the Office shall be to assist residents at risk of displacement, prevent 
homelessness, and to develop initiatives to combat displacement. The office shall serve as 
a resource and clearinghouse of information for residents who need housing-related 
assistance and a forum for identifying best practices for combatting displacement.  
Potential services offered by the office may include:

● Advice and information on housing issues for Brookline residents
● Referrals to community agencies to prevent displacement (legal, mental health, 

social services, advocacy) 
● Accessing financial assistance 
● Advocacy with landlords or housing agencies to resolve housing disputes 
● Case management to stabilize tenancies             
● Housing search (affordable, private, public, inclusionary)      
● Individual outreach to Landlords and on-line resources regarding tenant rights and 

housing search  

 or act on anything relative thereto.

_________________

PETITIONER’S ARTICLE DESCRIPTION

Renters across the country and the Commonwealth have faced tremendous challenges in 
recent years, such as shortages of affordable, decent housing and spiking rent increases.  
Even before the COVID-19 pandemic, tens of millions of renters struggled with high 
housing costs, paying over 30 percent of their income for rent, which is considered “cost 
burdened.”  The COVID-19 crisis only exacerbated this housing affordability crisis, with 
soaring rent hikes and millions of households behind in rent- a peak of 15 million people 
or 1 in 5 adult renters in arrears in January 2021.  

Here in the Greater Boston region, we have some of the highest rents in the nation -  the 
second highest, behind New York City, with no signs of prices hikes slowing down.  
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About 45% of residents, and over half of Black and Latino residents, in Greater Boston 
are cost burdened.   

As an integral part of the Greater Boston region, Brookline faces these challenges as 
much as our neighbors.  Over 50% of our households are renters.  And while our median 
household income is over $120,000 per year, about 10 percent of our population is in 
poverty.  Moreover, 45% of our renter households are cost burdened.  When rents 
become unaffordable to our residents, the result can be displacement, which jeopardizes 
individual households and disrupts stable communities

A number of communities in Greater Boston region have responded to the affordability 
crisis facing renters by establishing an Office of Housing Stability or similar municipal 
department.  The City of Boston created its office in 2016, which provides assistance to 
tenants in housing crisis due to fire, natural disaster, eviction, or condemnation. Boston is 
not alone in having an Office of Housing Stability, as several municipalities that are 
comparable or only slightly larger than Brookline have also created similar offices:

● The City of Somerville (population 79,815; budget $307.7 million) created an 
office in 2018 which is staffed by nine people.  

● The City of Malden (population 65,932; budget $188 million ) created an office 
just this past year.  

● The City of Revere (population 53,864; budget $241 million) opened its office in 
2020.

Brookline should have an Office of Housing Stability similar to our peer communities of 
Malden, Somerville and Revere.  This article establishes such an office in the Town By-
Laws.  

_________________
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_________________________________
SELECT BOARD’S RECOMMENDATION

--------------
____________________________________________
ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S RECOMMENDATION

XXX
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__________
ARTICLE 16

____________________
SIXTEENTH ARTICLE
Submitted by:  Department of Planning & Community Development

To see if the Town will amend the Zoning By-Law as follows:
1.  Amend the Zoning Map to change the lots below from T-5 to T-5(NH) 

[Addresses and Block and Lots are listed in Exhibit A]

2. Add to Sec. 3.01 – Classification of Districts, under 

1 - Residence Districts 
c - Two-Family and Attached Single-Family (T)

3) T-5(NH) –Abutting Harvard Street North
3. Add to Table 5.01- Table of Dimensional Requirements:

Add T-5(NH)21 to T-5 row 1 column 1
Add footnote to Table 5.01: 
21. Also see Section 5.93 – Massing Requirements for T-5(NH)
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4.  Modify the last sentence of Section 5.43 as underscored below:

“…provided, however, that under this section the Board of Appeals shall not:

1. reduce the depth of a required front yard below 15 feet in M Districts; 
nor

2. increase the maximum Building Depth, as defined in Sec. 5.93, in T-5(NH) 
Districts.”

5.  Add a new Section 5.93 to follow Section 5.92 in Article V as indicated below:

Section 5.93 – Massing Requirements for T-5(NH)

The following specifications are required for Principal Structures in the T-
5(NH) Zoning District:

Massing Requirements

Building Depth (max) 50% of Lot Depth
Sec. 5.43 shall not apply.

Story Height (min | max) 10 ft | 12 ft

Number of Stories (max) 2.5

Roof Types Allowed: Gable, Hip
Prohibited: Flat, Mansard, Gambrel

Dormer Specifications See below.

DEFINITIONS
The Lot Depth shall be measured as the horizontal distance from the 
midpoint of the Front Lot line of the Primary Street to the midpoint of the 
Rear Lot Line. Primary Street is defined as the street onto which the Façade 
of the Principal Structure is oriented. Façade means the exterior wall of a 
Principal Structure that is the front face of the building.   Principal Structure 
is the structure in which the principle use is conducted.

The Building Depth shall be measured perpendicularly from the Façade as 
the maximum length to the furthest exterior wall of a Principal Structure.
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Half Story A story having a maximum floor area of 40% of the area 
of the floor below

Story The portion of a building located between the surface of 
a habitable floor and the surface of the habitable floor 
or roof next above

Ridge The horizontal line on the roof where two planes 
intersect to create a peak or highest point on the roof

Wall Plane The plane that extends from the ground to the top of 
the wall of a Structure

Roof, Flat A roof with a slope that is less than 10 degrees
Roof, Gable A roof sloped on two sides from a central ridge with an 

exterior wall enclosing each end
Roof, Gambrel A compound, gabled roof with two slopes on each of its 

sides, where the lower has a steeper slope than the 
upper

Roof, Hip A roof with four evenly sloping sides
Roof, Mansard A roof having a double slope on all four sides, with the 

lower slope being much steeper
Roof, Shed A roof with one slope

DORMER SPECIFICATIONS 
Standards 
1. The face wall of a gable dormer shall not project beyond the exterior 

wall of the building and may not interrupt the eaves of the roof. 
2. The cumulative width of a single, multiple, or attached combinations of 

dormers shall not exceed 50% of the eave length of the roof. 
3. Dormers shall be centered and multiple dormers shall be equally spaced 

and centered.
4. Flat roofs are prohibited.

Dimensions
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Dormer Dimensions

Face Width (min) 3.5 feet

Separation from Ridge (min) 1 foot

Separation from Wall Plane (min) 1 foot

Separation from Wall Plane (min),
if separation from Ridge is 0

3 feet

Dormer separation (max) 50% of width of the 
largest dormer

…or act upon anything else thereto.

_________________
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PETITIONER’S ARTICLE DESCRIPTION

The Department of Planning and Community Development proposes a zoning amendment 
to address the Article 12 resolution, passed at Fall 2022 Town Meeting, which requested 
that the Planning Department study proposals to reduce the number of demolitions in 
Brookline. This zoning amendment would be a first step.

The amendment would create a new zoning district, called T-5 (NH), to encourage reuse 
of buildings and discourage demolitions.  The new zoning district would have the same 
dimensional requirements as the T-5 district, but would prescribe massing standards for the 
build-out of attic spaces, third floors and additions, and would limit building depth on a 
lot.   The proposed standards would (a) reduce the rapid pace of the demolition of existing 
housing stock, (b) encourage conversions of attic spaces and additions for greater living 
space, and (c) reinforce the strong development pattern of the T-5 architecturally coherent 
neighborhoods for dormers, additions and new dwellings.  

Over the past year and a half, there have been five demolition applications for replacement 
of primary structures with much larger two families, just in the T-5 districts, off of Harvard 
Street, north of Beacon Street.  All of the proposals were for much larger structures that 
had a full three stories in contrast to the surrounding homes, which were primarily two-
and-half stories with sloped roofs. 

Staff preliminarily assessed that these demolitions are due to three factors:

(1) The majority of structures do not exceed a floor-area ratio (FAR) of about 0.70 in 
a district where the maximum FAR is 1.0,

(2) Having no massing standards for the attic level encourages build-out of three full 
floors that are out of scale with the surrounding 2.5-story structures,

(3) Waiving minimum yard setbacks under Sec. 5.43 results in sidewalls that are out-
of-scale with the existing development pattern, where prevailing buildings depths 
are about half of the lot depths.

To impose conditions during project review, planning boards depend on specific design 
standards in the zoning by-law to ensure legally enforceable decisions.  The Brookline 
Zoning By-law lacks standards specific to Brookline’s varied neighborhood patterns, 
which may result in projects with unpredictable design outcomes. The unfortunate 
byproduct of these gaps in the bylaw is that existing dwelling units, many rental, are 
replaced with out-of-scale structures that do not add additional housing. Moreover, these 
new units are designed to be luxury units that supplant the relatively lower rents and prices 
of existing units. 
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In addition to maintaining the existing maximum height of 35 feet, an FAR of 1.0 and the 
other dimensional requirements for the T-5 districts in Table 5.01, some new massing 
standards would be set forth: 

(1) A maximum number of stories at 2.5. 

(2) Half-story defined as no more than 40% floor area of the floor below.

(3) Roof types are prescribed to reinforce the existing pattern of gable and hip roofs.

(4) Standards for dormer sizes and placement are consistent with existing roof massing 
patterns and ensure that habitable space at the attic level is feasible.

(5) Maximum building depth: no more than 50% of lot depth.

Staff’s intention is to encourage conversions of attics to habitable floor space and/or 
additions to existing houses, while managing the overall scale of renovated structures. 
Where new dwellings are built the goal is to have them be consistent with the surrounding 
massing, which in this T-5 district is primarily sloped roofs and usable open space in the 
rear yards.  

This By-Law is submitted in an attempt to stem the number of proposed tear downs in one 
area of Town, north of Beacon Street, and where there are tear downs ensure that 
replacement dwellings are consistent with the prominent style of the surrounding 
neighborhood.  If successful, this approach may be used in other areas of Town and in other 
zoning districts to address not only the dimensions of a building, but the form of the 
building, so that it is contextual with the character of the neighborhood.   

_________________

_________________________________
SELECT BOARD’S RECOMMENDATION

--------------
____________________________________________
ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S RECOMMENDATION

XXX
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Brookline, MA

Small Business Development Committee

Appointing Authority Select Board

Melissa Tapper Goldman
1st Term N/A - Aug 31, 2023

Appointing Authority Select Board

Allish Gilligan
1st Term Apr 26, 2022 - Aug 31, 2023

Appointing Authority Select Board

Position Member

Debbie Raisner Thompson
1st Term Aug 30, 2022 - Aug 31, 2024

Appointing Authority Select Board

Colleen Suhanoksy
1st Term N/A - Aug 31, 2024

Appointing Authority Select Board

Jennifer Mason
1st Term N/A - Aug 31, 2024

Appointing Authority Select Board

David Gladstone
1st Term N/A - Aug 31, 2024

Appointing Authority Select Board

Position Member

Anne Meyers
1st Term Aug 30, 2022 - Aug 31, 2024

Board Roster

Small Business Development Committee Page 1 of 3
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Position Select Board Representative

John VanScoyoc
1st Term Aug 30, 2022 - Aug 30, 2025

Appointing Authority Select Board

Position Member

David Leschinsky
2nd Term Sep 01, 2022 - Aug 31, 2025

Appointing Authority Select Board

LeRoy Watkins
1st Term N/A - Aug 31, 2025

Appointing Authority Select Board

Tracy Chen
1st Term N/A - Aug 31, 2025

Appointing Authority Select Board

Andrew Weiner
1st Term N/A - Aug 31, 2025

Appointing Authority Select Board

David Leschinsky
2nd Term Sep 01, 2022 - Sep 01, 2025

Appointing Authority Select Board

Category Office of Diversity,Inclusion & Communtiy
Relations liaison

Caitlin Starr
1st Term N/A - N/A

Appointing Authority Select Board

Vacancy

Small Business Development Committee Page 2 of 3
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Appointing Authority Select Board

Position Member

Vacancy

Small Business Development Committee Page 3 of 3
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